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PREFACE. 


The  fate  of  the  Author  of  this  Reply  is 
Angularly  hard.  Engaged  in  the  exercife 
of  duties  which  require  the  moil  facred  re- 
gard to  the  principles  of  the  ftri6teft  ho- 
nour, and  for  which  a moderate  fliare  of 
profeffional  knowledge  is  abfolutely  necef- 
fary,  he  is  unexpedledly  charged,  in  the 
moil  public  manner,  with  the  commiflion 
of  deliberate  villany,  and  loaded  with  thd 
imputation  of  the  grofleft  ignorance ; and 
thefe  charges  are  brought  forward  by  Dr 
Gregory,  Profeffor  of  Medicine  in  the  Uni- 
verfity  of  Edinburgh,  and  fon  of  the  Au- 
thor of  the  Duties  of  a Phyfician, 

This  gentleman,  unbiafled  by  any  per- 
fonal  motives  (according  to  his  own  ac- 
count), unfandioned  by  the  public  bodv, 
which,  he  pretends,  has  been  injured,  and 
unfupported  by  the  individuals  whom 
has  endeavoured  to  avenge,  has,  in  the 
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moft  open  manner,  and  In  the  moil  expli- 
cit terms,  declared  his  convidlion,  that  a 
pamphlet,  calculated,  in  his  opinion,  to 
injure  the  Univerfity  of  Edinburgh,  to 
ruin  the  public  character  of  fome  of  the 
ProfefTors,  and  to  raife  the  fame  and  to 
promote  the  pecuniary  intereft  of  the  pre- 
fent  ProfeiTor  of  Midwifery,  Dr  A.  Hamil- 
ton, at  the  expence  of  his  colleagues,  origi- 
nated from  Dr  Hamilton’s  Son>  the  Author 
of  this  Reply. 

In  fupport  of  this  charge,  although  he 
repeatedly  acknowledges  that  he  has  no  di- 
red  proof,  he  has  adduced  a train  of  cir- 
cumftantial  evidence,  artfully  calculated 
to  impofe  on  the  public. 

Dragged  in  this  manner  into  the  notice 
of  the  world,  the  Author  is  confcious  that 
he  has  many  difadvantages  to  overcome, 
and  many  prejudices  to  combat : for  an 
attack  from  one  placed  in  fo  elevated  a 
rank  as  Dr  Gregory,  enforced  by  every 
argument  which  ingenuity  can  fuggeft, 
and  rendered  interefting  by  a pompous 
difplay  of  fancy  and  erudition,  cannot 
fail  to  have  vanquillied  many  minds. 

But  he  hopes  and  trufts,  that  the  lan- 
guage of  truth,  fimple  and  unadorned  as 
it  is,  and  ought  to  be,  will  counterbalance 
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every  cl Ifad vantage,  and  triumph  over  e- 
very  prejudice. 

In  the  following  pages  the  author  proves, 
JrJl,  That  Dr  Gregory’s  charge  againft  him 
is  utterly  void  of  truth ; T.  hat  all 

the  arguments  advanced  in  his  celebra- 
ted Pamphlet  are  founded  on  falfe  alle- 
gations, and  mifreprefented  faffs ; 

That  fome  circumftances  were,  or  might 
have  been  knov/n  to  Dr  Gregory,  which 
fhew  clearly,  that  there  were  no  grounds 
for  fufpicion  againft  him  ; and,  That 

he  has  been  calumniated  and  injured  in 
the  moft  unjuftifiable  manner. 

Pie  Ihould  never  certainly  have  replied 
to  fuch  a publication  as  that  of  Dr  Grego- 
ry, had  he  been  able  to  vindicate  hiinlelf 
in  a more  effeflual  manner  ; but  however 
extravagant  and  unguarded  the  Doefer 
may  have  bfen  in  what  he  has  laid  refpeef- 
ing  the  author’s  Father,  Dr  A.  Hamilton, 
he  has  ftudied,  vvdth  much  care,  every"  con- 
temptible chicane  by  which  he  could  evade 
being  amenable  to  juftice  by  the  Son  ; and 
yet  he  has  publicly  condemned  fimilar  ar- 
tifices in  others,  and  boldly  cha.llenged 
both  Father  and  Son  to  a court  of  law. 
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REPLY,  &c. 


I.  PROOF  THAT  THE  PAMPHLET,  INTIT- 
LED,  “A  GUIDE  FOR  GENTLEMEN  STU- 
DYING  MEDICINE  AT  THE  UNIVERSITY 
OF  EDINBURGH,”  DID  NOT  PROCEED 
FROM  ME. 

A Pamphlet,  exhibiting  a view  of  the 
medical  claffes  at  this  univerfity,  appear- 
ed here  about  the  beginning  of  06lober 
laft.  A copy  of  it  having  been  fent  by 
the  mail-coach  to  my  father,  along  with 
copies  to  other  profeffors,  and  the  fame 
parcel  having  contained  one  alfo  for  me, 
we  faw  it  on  the  6th  of  Oftober,  fome 
days  before  it  was  fold  in  any  of  the  book- 
fellers  fhops  here. 

Some  weeks  after  its  appearance,  I learn- 
ed by  accident  that  the  jpamphlet  was  ima- 
gined 
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gined  by  feveral  people  to  have  proceed- 
ed from  me.  As  I was  exceedingly  anxi- 
ous to  (hew  that  this  infinuation  was  en- 
tirely deftitute  of  foundation,  I propofed 
to  my  Father  to  tranfmit  a letter  (vN^hich 
I had  adiually  written)  to  the  publifliers, 
requeuing  them  to  contradift  the  report. 
But  he  diiTuaded  me  from  that  meafure, 
as  he  faid,  I fliould  foon  be  involved  in 
^ many  troublefome  correfpondences  if  I 
paid  attention  to  every  foolifh  report. 

Of  the  propriety  of  adopting  this  advice 
I was  completely  convinced,  by  having 
accidentally  difcovered  the  origin  of  the 
report ; for  I found,  that  on  one  day  at 
lead,  between  the  15th  and  27th  of  Octo- 
ber, Dr  Rutherford  was  heard  to  fay, 
in  the  phyficians  room  of  the  Royal  Infir- 
mary, That  he  was  fure  the  pamphlet 
proceeded  from  me,  for  it  contained  the 
fentiments  refpedling  his  dais  which  I 
had  often  openly  exprelfed. 

On  the  23d  of  November,  having  learn- 
ed, by  a converfation  with  Mr  Alexan- 
der Wood,  that  Dr  Rutherford  was  pro- 
pagating the  report  with  great  induftry, 
I agreed,  at  his  defirc,  to  inform  the  Doc- 
tor of  his  miftake  in  attributing  the  pam-^ 
phlet  to  me.  Mr  Wood  faid,  that  he  ad- 

vifed 


f 


( 9 ) 

vifed  me  to  take  this  ftep,  from  a wifli  to 
ferve  both  parties  ; for  he  thus  gave  me  an 
opportunity  of  vindicating  my  charafter, 
and  he  was  certain  that  it  would  afford 
Dr  Rutherford  much  pleafure  to  be  un- 
deceived. I therefore,  on  that  eA^ening, 
fent  to  the  Doftor  the  following  letter,  and 
received  the  following  anfwer  : 


Sir,  Edmburgh^  Nov.  23.  179^* 

“ Having  been  told  by  Mr  Alexander 
Wood  this  afternoon,  that  you  have  al- 
leged  that  I am  the  author  of  a pamph- 
let,  intitled,  ‘ A Guide  for  Gentlemen 
fhudying  Medicine  at  the  Univerfity  of 
Edinburgh,’  I take  this  method  of  in- 
forming  you,  that  I neither  wrote  that 
‘‘  Pamphlet,  nor  had  the  fmalleft  concern 
“ in  the  publication,  either  diredlly  or  in- 
directly. 

As  the  allegation  may  be  prejudicial 
to  my  chara6ler,  I hope  and  truft  you 
“ will  take  every  opportunity  of  contra- 
dieting  the  report. 

“ I have  the  honour  to  be,  &c. 

Ja®  Hamilton  jun.” 
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“ Sir,  Friday  Evenings  Nav.  23. 

“ You  imift  have  mifunderftood  Mr 
Wood,  in  fufpeding  that  any  fuppofi- 
tion  of  your  being  the  Author  of  the 
Pamphlet  you  allude  to  originated  with 
me.  I confefs  myfelf  totally  ignorant 
“ who  was  the  Author  of  it.  I certainly 
have  heard  it  imputed  to  you  among 
others  ; but  as  all  feemed  to  me  to  be 
“ vague  report,  1 have  never  given  my- 
felf  any  trouble  about- it.  If  you  think 
the  allegcance  can  be  prejudicial  to  you, 
you  muft  yourfclf  clear  yourfelf  of  the 
imputation.  I can  do  nothing  farther 
in  this  than  acknowledging  your  ha- 
ving  difavowed  it  to  me,  if  I am  ever 
fpokea  to  upon  the  fabjedl,  which  I 
hardly  expedl  to  be. 

I am,  &c. 

“ D.  Rutherford.” 

On  the  day  after  the  receipt  of  my  let- 
ter, Dr  Rutherford  fent  to  an  attorney  in 
London  an  order  for  profecuting  the  pu- 
blifher  of  the  pamphlet ; for,  as  Dr  Gre- 
gory informs  us,  an  attorney  called  on  the 
Aleff.  Robinfon  on  the  27th  of  Novem-, 
Uer,  to  defire  that  they  fhould  give  up 
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the  author  •,  but  this  requeft,  we  are  told, 
was  refufed. 

I make  no  comment  on  this  conduft. 
Whatever  the  intention  may  have  been, 
the  obvious  probable  effedt  was,  the  de- 
priving me  of  the  only  diredt  means  by 
which  I could  fully  eftablilh  my  inno* 
cence,  as  it  was  natural  to  fuppofe,  that 
the  threatened  profecution  would  prevent 
the  author  of  the  pamphlet  from  declaring 
himfelf ; for  what  man  would  voluntarily 
expofe  himfelf  to  the  refen tment  of  the 
ProfeiTors  of  the  Univerlity  of  Edinburgh? 

Dr  Rutherford  then  gave  his  confent 
(by  his  own  account  of  the  matter),  that 
Dr  Gregory  iliould  bring  the  affair  before 
the  Senatus  Academicus. 

Accordingly,  on  the  loth  of  December^ 
my  Father  put  into  my  hands  a printed 
letter,  fgned  by  Dr  Gregory,  fating,  that 
at  the  annual  meeting  of  the  Senatus  Acri- 
demicus,  appointed  to  be  held  that  even- 
ing, he  had  fome  interefting  information 
to  give  on  a pamphlet,  intitled,  &c.  and 
fome  animadverfions  and  motions  to  make 
refpedling  it.  This  letter  was  inclofed  in 
a written  letter,  alfo  figned  by  the  Dodlor, 
defring,  that  no  circumflance  whatever 
might  prevent  my  Father  from  attending 
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the  meeting,  as  the  matter  concerned  him 
very  nearly.  When  my  Father  alked  my 
opinion  on  thefe  letters,  I told  him,  that 
I fuppofed  Dr  Gregory  alluded  to  the  re- 
port refpeding  me,  and  added,  that  he 
might  affure  the  Senatus  Academicus  that 

I could,  if  neceffary,  very  fatisfadorily 
clear  myfelf. 

Aly  Father’s  aftonifliment  was  very 
great,  when  he  found  the  charge  tranC- 
f erred  from  me  to  himfelf ; but  from 
what  Dr  Gregory  faid,  he  was  ftrongly 
imprelled  with  the  idea  of  my  having  had 
fome  concern  in  the  publication  of  the 
pamphlet ; and  in  this  idea  he  might  have 
been  confirmed  next  day ; for,  in  an  ac- 
cidental converfation  with  him,  the  Doc-^ 
tor,  in  the  mofl  explicit  terms,  faid,  ‘‘  I 
can  bring  the  charge  home  direaly  to 
- ‘‘  your  Son ; and  I hope  to  bring  it  home 
alfo  to  yourfelf.” 

The  abfiirdity  of  the  latter  part  of  the 
fentence  put  him  on  his  guard  againfl  be- 
lieving the  former  part,  otherwife  the  im- 

preflioii  might  have  been  fatal  to  our  do- 
meflic  happinefs. 

The  refult  of  the  deliberation  ,of  the  Sc- 
71  at  us  Academicus  was  a refufal  of  Dr  Gre- 
gory s requeft  to  enter  into  a judicial  in- 

veftigation 
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veftigat'loii  of  the  origin  of  the  pamphle'tj 
and  a difmiffion  of  the  affair. 

Although  I was  very  anxious  to  receive 
from  Dr  Gregory  an  explanation  pf  his  cx- 
preffion  to  my  Father  rcfpecling  me,  I'was 
advifed  to  wait  the  refult  of  the  profecution 
faid  to  be  then  carrying  on  in  London  a- 
gainft  the  publifher,  on  the  principle,  That 
if  the  author  fhould  be  difcovered,  I fliould 

I f 

rsceive  much  credit  for  having  a<ded  with 
moderation. 

But,  after  having  waited  for  fome  time, 
I learned  that  Dr  Gregory,  with  the  molt 
perlevering  induftry,  was  endeavouring  to 
perfuade  every  perfon  with  whom  he  was 
acquainted,  that,  however  innocent  the  Fa- 
ther might  be,  the  Son  was  certainly  guil- 
ty ; and  one  gentleman,  on  the  1 7th  of 
January,  told  me  in  plain  terms,  that 
even  my  own  friends  were  of  opinion,  that 
no  innocent  perfon  would  tamely  fubmit  to 
the  inlinuations  of  Dr  Gregory,  and  his 
allociates,  by  quaflring  the  aflair,  as  I feem- 
ed  to  wdlh. 

/ 

Hurt  that  my  condudl  fliould  be  thus 
interpreted,  I refolved  to  give  Dr  Gregory 
an  opportunity  of  explaining  his  reafons 
for  acculing  me  5 and  therefore,  notwith- 
ftanding  my  Father’s  earnell  entreaties  that 
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I fhould  leave  him  to  fall  by  his  own 
weight,  I fent  him  a letter,  of  which  the 
following  is  a copy. 

Sir,  Edmburgh^  Jan.  ly.  1793. 

‘‘  I HAVE  been  told  by  feveral  people, 
‘‘  that  although  I fent  a letter  to  Dr  Ru- 
therford,  which  you  muft  have  feen, 
alferting  that  I had  no ' concern  what- 
‘‘  ever  in  the  publication  of  a pamphlet, 
intitled,  ‘ A Guide  for  Gentlemen  ftu- 
‘‘  dying  Medicine  in  the  Univerfity  of  E- 
dinburgh,’  you  flill  perfift  ' in  alleging 
that  the  work  originated  from  me,  or 
‘‘  that  I had  aflifted  the  author. 

0 

“ As  I cannot  be  induced  to  believe, 
“ that  a man  in  your  refpeclable  fituation 
“ fhould  fabjedf  himfelf  to  the  confe- 
“ quences  of  faljely  calumniating  any  per- 
“ fon’s  character,  I am  inclined  to  think, 
“ that  the  gentlemen  who  have  given  me 
“ this  information  have  miflaken  your 
“ meaning. — But,  as  I feel  myfelf  much 
“ interefted  in  knowing  the  truth,  I take 
“ this  method  to  learn  from  youj  whe- 
“ ther  I have  been  mifinformed  or  not. 

“ I am,  &G. 

“ Ja®  H.'Vmilton  jun.” 


My 
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My  intentions  in  tlms  exprefling  myfelf 
were,  that  if  it  ihould  appear,  as  I greatly 
fufpected  it  might  do,  that  fome  perlon 
behind  the  curtain  had  fuggefted  to  the 
Do(ftor  falfe  or  ideal  evidence,  L might 
give  him  an  opportunity  of  being  unde- 
ceived ; or  that,  if  the  Doctor  Ihould 
choofe  to  confirm  the  reports  which  I had 
heard,  I might  obtain  proper  redrefs  by 
law. 

* I 

To  my  great  aftonifliment,  I received 
next  morning  the  following  letter. 

„ g j (St  John's  Street,  Thurfday 

’ \ Even'wg,  Jan.  17.  1793. 

“ Having  no  dire(5t  knowledge  of  who 
“ were  or  who  were  liOt  concerned  in  the 
“ compofidon  and  publication  of  the 
“ pamphlet  you  mention,  I never  thought 
“ myfelf  intitled  to  allege,  or  fimply  and 
“ pofitively  alTert,  that  you  or  that  your 
“ Father  had  or  had  not  any  concern  in  it. 
“ On  the  contrary,  I thought  it  would 
“ have  been  neceiTary  for  the  Univerlity 
“ to  have  obtained  a ftrict  judicial  inqui- 
“ ry  into  that  matter  ; which  inquiry 
“ fliould  have  terminated  either  in  the  full 
“ and  honourable  acquittal,  or  in  the  com- 

“ plete 
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“ plete  convicTion  and  exemplary  pmiilli-. 
ment,  of  the  perfon  fufpcEied 

I never  dreamed  of  afl^lng  any  per- 
‘‘  foil  whether  he  were  the  author  of  that 
pamphlet,  nor  of  paying  any  regard  to 
any  perfon’s  denial  of  his  being  con- 
cerned  in  it ; for  this  plain  reafon,  that 
‘‘  I was  fare  whoever  was  concerned  in  it 
would  deny  it.  It  contains  fuch  things 
as  no  man  can  avow  without  incurring 
laftlng  infamy.  This  the  author  well 
kn  ev^  ; and  accordingly  publiflied  it  un- 
der  a falfe  name,  and  with  the  mod  ex- 
traordinary  precautions  to  baffle  inquiry. 
‘‘  He  publiflied  it  with  a refolution  to  deny 
“ it.  The  falfe  name  on  the  title-page  is 

* If  the  intelligent  reader  compare  this  fentence  with 
one  which  occurs  in  the  »4Sth  page  of  Dr  Gregorys 
pamphlet,  he  mnO:  admire  the  accuracy  ot  the  Dodlor’s 
ideas  on  dllli ihutive  juhice. 

It  is  felf-evident,  that  no  regard  is  due  to  any  decla- 
ration  qf  the  author  of  the  pamphlet ; he  can  have  no 
“ pretentions  to  veracity  or  credibility.  What  regard, 
then,  can  be  paid  to  the  declaration  of  one  supposed, 
“ to  be  the  author.’’ 

It  would  appear  from  thefe  fentences,  that  the  learned 
DoClor  confiders  Jufpicicn  and  pnilt  to  be  fynonymous 
terms  : But  it  mull  be  owned,  that  this  notion  is  not  pe-- 
cullar  to  him,  as  the  condudl  of  the  French  metaphyficlans 
ampb’'  tehifies. 

ipp) 
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“ denial  of  it  by  the  real  author 

“ or  authors. 

■ “ I did  fee  your  letter  to  Dr  Ruther- 
“ ford,  and  alfo  his  anfwer  to  it ; which 
“ anfwer  appears  to  rne  a very  proper  one. 

“ You  know  perfectly  the  general  fuC- 
‘‘  picions  and  .opinion  which  have  pre- 
‘‘  vailed  concerning  the  origin  and  pur- 
pofe  pf  that  pamphlet.  You  know  alfo 
“ on  what  particulars  of  internal  evidence 
and  collateral  circumftances  that  opinion 
is  founded.  From  the  hour  I read  the 
“ pamphlet  I adopted  that  opinion ; and  t 
“ ftill  retain  it.  I have  mentioned  it  open- 
‘‘  ly,  and  alfo  the  reafons  on  which  it  is 
founded  ; particularly  in  fo  flir  as  related 
“ to  your  Father. 

‘‘  This,  I prefume,  the  perfons  who  gave 
you  your  information  have  called  perfift- 
ing  in  alleging  that  the  pamphlet  origin 
nated  from  you. 

“ If  you  think  fit  to  do  me  the  honour 
to  fingle  me  out  as  the  objedt  either  of 
your  perfonal  refentment,  or  ofTegal 
“ profecution,  for  that  general!  and  very 
natural  opinion,  you  are  heartily  wel- 
come.  My  conduct  from,firft  to  lafl 
“ in  the  bufinefs  has  been  upright  and 
‘‘  open  : and  I care  not  how  generally  it 
" * C be’ 
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“ be  known,  or  how  feverely  it  be  icruti- 
“ nized. 

“ James  Gregory.” 

The  Dodor  had  aflerted  to  my  Father, 
on  the  iith  of  December,  that  he  could 
bring  the  charge  home  to  me.  In  this 
letter  he  exprefsly  denies  having  alleged, 
or  fimply  and  pofitively  aflerted,  that  I or 
that  my  Father  had  or  had  not  any  con- 
cern in  the  compofition  and  publication 
of  the  Guide  ; and  then  he  fays,  that  he 
had  adopted,  and  ftill  retained,  the  public 
opinion  and  fufpicions  refpeding  the  ori- 
gin of  that  pamphlet.  It  is  true,  he  has 
given  a very  different  account  of  his  con- 
verfation  with  my  Father ; but  allowing 
his  own  flory  to  be  true,  and  that  his  ex- 
prefTion  to  my  Father  was,  ‘‘  No  matter; 

I fliall  bring  the  charge  home  either  to 
‘‘  yourfelf  or  your  Son,”  certainly  a man, 
whofe  uiiderftanding  is  of  the  ordinary 
kind,  muff  think,  that  fuch  an  exp  ref- 
lion  contains  a very  ftrong  pofltive  affer- 
tion,  that  either  my  Father  or  I were  con- 
cerned in  the  publication. 

The  effed  of  that  letter  on  my  mind 
was  irrefiftible.  I could  not  avoid  regard- 
ing it  as  a mofl  extraordinary  produdion. 
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I confidered  It  as  an  aukward  attempt  to 
evade  a fair  and  candid  difcuflion  of  the 
matter;  and  the  bullying  ftyle  in  which  it* 
was  couched  infpired  me  with  contempt. 

I yielded  to  the  impulfe,  and  inftantly 
adopted  a refolution  very  different  from 
what  I had  formerly  formed.  I determi- 
ned to  fubmit  his  and  Dr  Rutherford’s 
letter  to  the  Profeflbrs  of  the  Univerfity, 
and  to  the  principal  medical  pradlitioners 
of  this  city,  that  I might  exhibit,  in  their 
own  words,  the  grounds  on  which  the  gen- 
tlemen had  founded  their  charge  againit 
me. 

I immediately  informed  Dr  Gregory  of 
the  fentiments  with  which  his  letter  had 

infpired  me,  by  fending  him  the  follow- 
ing Note. 

‘‘Sir,  Edinburgh^  Jan.  i8.  1793. 

“ I cannot  choofe,  for  the  obje£l  of per^- 
“ Jonal  rcfentment.^  any  man  who  could  write 

£0  extraordinary  a letter  as  that  which 

“ you  have  done  me  the  honour  to  addrefs 
“ to  me. 

You  mentioned  to  my  Father,  on  the 
“ iithof  December  laft,  that  jou  coidd 
“ bring  your  charge  home  to  me.  You  have 
“ now  DENIED  that,  and  ihelter  your- 

C 2 u felf 
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“ felf  under  the  canopy  of  public  opinions 
“ and  fulpicions  ; — opinions  and'  fufpicions 
“ which  probably  originated  from,  and 
“ certainly  were  fandlioned  and  carefully 
propagated  by,  yourfelf  and  Dr  Ruther— 

“ ford.  ' , ' ’ . ^ 

“ Your  letter,  and’  his  ‘ very  proper  ohe^ 

“ fhall  be  laid  before  the  public,  ‘who  will 
“ then  be  able  to  judge,  how -far  the  con- 
“ dua  of  either  of  you  has  been’  ‘ upright' 

‘‘  and  openP 

“ Ja®  Hamilton  jun.” 

I waited  for  fome  time,  that  I might  fee: 
if  the  Doaor  chofe  to  explain  the  incon- 
fiftency  of  his  letter  ; but  as  he  declined  do-- 
■ ing  fo,  I printed  the  correfpondence  ; and. 
inclofing  it  in  a circular  lettei,  ligned  by 
my  own  hand,  1 fent  copies  to  the 
felTors  of  the  Univerfity,  and  the  prmci-.- 
pal  medical  praaitioners  in  this  city.  By 
' this  I gave  a public  teftimony  of  my  de-. 
fire  to  have  the  affair  properly  inveftii 

gated. 

But  I heard  no  more  of  the  matter,  exv 

cept  fome  vague  reports  of  Dr  Giegory 

intention  to  anfwer  my  letters,  until  thi 

6th  of  june,  when  a pamphlet  ot  176  page: 

intitkd,  “ Anfwer  to  Dr  James  HamiltoJ 

“ junio 
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“ junior,  by  Dr  Gregory,”  was  feiit  me 

from  the  Author.” 

In  this  pamphlet,  he  has  detailed,  at 
great  length,  and  with  much  art,  all  the 
circumftances  ol  internal  and  collateral  e- 
vidence,  which,  in  his  opinion,  render  it 
probable  that  my  Father  or  I were  con- 
cerned in  the  publication  of  the  Guide, 
&c. 

Had  the  Dodor,  in  this  work,  hated 
his  grounds  of  fufpicion  in  the  ft)  le  of  a 
gentleman,  or  of  a man  of  fcience,  I 
flioiild  have  confidered  him  as  my  friend, 
for  having  given  me  an  opportunity  of 
clearing  myfelf  of  the  Injurious  charges 
which  have  been  propagated  with  fo  much 
induftry,  by  perfons  who  it  now  appears 
have  been  for  a long  time  in  the  habit  of 
endeavouring  to  hurt  my  Father  and  his 
family. 

But  although,  from  the  manner  in  v/hich 
Dr  Gregory  has  thought  fit  to  attack  me, 
I cannot  regard  him  in  the  refpeclable  light 
of  one  who  wifhes  that  a young  man’s  cha- 
" rafter  fliould  be  properly  vindicated,  I 
certainly  confider  myfelf  much  indebted 
to  him  for  the  uncommon  pains  he  has 
taken  in  ftating  every  cifcumftance  which 

D can 
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can  poffibly  be  urged  in  fupport  of  the 
fufpicions  entertained  againft  me.  I am 
thereby  enabled  to  vindicate  myfelf  in 
the  mofh  effeftual  manner,  and  to  confute 
completely  the  gentlemen  who  have  been  fo 
induftrious  in  the  propagation  of  the  ill- 
founded  reports. 

After  having  fubmitted  Dr  Gregory’s 
pamphlet  to " the  confideration  of  fome 
gentlemen  on  whofe  judgement  and  can- 
dour I could  depend,  I found  that  their 
opinion  on  the  fubjecfl  coincided  with  my 
own  ; and  therefore  I wrote  to  the  pub- 
liftiers  of  the  Guide,  the  Mefh  Robinfon 
of  London,  on  the  26th  of  June,  requeft- 
ing  that  they  would  give  up  the  author 
of  that  work;  and  having  received  no 
anfwer,  I wrote  to  them  again,  on  the 
13th  of  July,  anxioufly  defiring,  that  if 
they  would  not  give  up  the  author,  they 
would  at  lead  clear  me. 

This  letter  was  fent  under  cover  to  Mr 
Chalmer,  of  Abingdon  Street,  Weftmin- 
fter,  with  a fhort  ftatement  of  the  cafe,  to 
fliew  to  that  gentleman,  and  alfo  to  the 
MefT.  Robinfon,  of  what  confequence  it 

was  to  me  to  obtain  from  them  a declara- 
tion 
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tion  of  the  truth.  How  Mr  Chalmei  con- 
dueled  himfelf,  and  what  was  the  refult, 
will  appear  from  a letter  he  thought  him 
felf  obliged  to  write  to  Dr  Gregory,  and 
which  I have  his  leave  to  publifli. 

‘‘SIR, 

“ Having  been  defired  by  Dr  Alexan- 
“ der  Hamilton  and  Dr  James  Hamilton, 
“ of  Edinburgh,  to  ufe  my  endeavours  to 
“ obtain  from  the  Mefl.  Robinfon  of  Pa- 
“ ter-nofler  Row,  bookfellers,  anfwers  to 
“ certain  queftions  they  fent  me,  tending 
“ to  difcover  who  was  the  author  of  a 
“ pamphlet,  intitled,  ‘ A Guide  for  Gen- 
“ tlemen  ft  tidying  Medicine  at  the  Uni- 
“ verfity  of  Edinburgh  and  whether 
“ they  had  any  concern  in  the  compoft- 
“ tion  or  publication ; I applied  accor- 
“ dingly  to  the  MelT.  Robinfon ; and  coii- 
“ ceiving  that  they  might  fcruple  at  gi- 
“ ving  information  to  one  of  the  parties^ 
“ or  make  that  a pretence  for  not  invol- 
“ ving  themfelves  farther  in  a controver- 
“ fy  which  has  been  carried  on  with  fo 
“ much  warmth,  I made  it  my  own  re- 
“ queft,  that  they  would  fpeak  the  truths 
“ let  it  ftrike  which  way  it  would,  pled- 

E ' ■ “ ging 
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ging  myfelf,  tliat  what  they  faid  flioulcl 
“ be  communicated  to  both  the  parties  in 
“ the  difpute.  I gave  them  time  to  cdn- 
fider,  and,  if  they  pleafed,  to  inquire 
into  my  charadler,  and  pointed  out  per- 
foils  known  to  them,  in  London,  from 
whom  they  might  learn  it. 

“ I took  this  ftep  without  inflriidlians 
from  the  Drs  Hamilton  ; and  it  may 
“ appear  to  you  that  it  was  a pretty  ex- 
‘‘  traordinary  one  for  an  agent  employed 
‘‘  by,  and  only  known  to,  one  of  the  par- 
‘‘  ties.  I fliall  candidly  ftate  the  coniider- 
‘‘  ation  that  induced  me  to  it.  Befides 
thinking  it  the  mofl  likely  way  of  pre- 
“ vailing  on  the  Meff.  Robinfon,  who  pro- 
bably  never  heard  of  my  name,  I was 
“ led  to  believe  that  my  employers,  from 
their  manner  of  writing  to  me,  had  no- 
thing  to  fear  from  a difcovery  of  the 
‘‘  truth  ; and  if  they  had,  their  finding 
fault  with  or  refenting  my  conduct 
“ could  be  of  little  confequence. 

The  refult  was,  that  the  elder  Mr  Ro- 
binfon,  at  a meeting  fome  days  after  I 
‘‘  fent  him  the  queftions,  folemnly  affu- 
‘‘  red  me,  that  whatever  fufpicions  they 
entertained,  they  could  not  with  cer- 
tainty  or  propriety  name  the  author; 

« but 
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_ Tj  1-nnW  or  locllCVC,  OT 

« but  they  did  not  knou  oi 

had  any  reafon  to  believe,  that  ei  h 
» Dr  Alexander  or  Di  James  Irta  ^ 

“ had  any  concern  m,  conneaion  w , 

« or  knowledge  of,  the  writing  oi  pn 
« liflilng  the  pamphlet  m queftion  ; . , 

on  the  contrary,  they  verily  behev.a 
« they  neither  had  or  now  have  the  lea 
» knowledge  of  the  author.^  1 here  uie 
“ the  very  words  of  Mr  Robinfon,  in  us 
“ general  affertion  to  me ; and  he  am  et 
“ fundry  drcuniftaaces  which  convince 
“ me,  that  you  have  been  led  to  loi  ni  eii 
“ neons  conclufions  on  the  fubjed ; foi' 

“ have  now  read  your  printed  anfwcr  to 
“ Dr  Hamilton.  I hope,  and  believe,  t.i-t 
it  is  impoflible  for  any  man  who  has 
the  lead  regard  to  charader,  (and  I un- 
“ derftand  Mr  Robinfon’ s to  be  very  re- 
“ fpedable),  to  tell  a ftring  of  fidfehoods, 

“ without  motive,  when  he  had  nounnj^ 

“ to  do  but  decline  to  meet  or  conveiie 

“ with  one  entirely  a ftranger  to  him. 

“ I think  myfelf  obliged  to  write  this 

“ letter  to  ymu,  in  difeharge  of  my  vo 
luntary  engagement  to  Mr  Robinfon, 
though  he  intimated  no  dcfire  for  my 
performing  it.  I neiinei  exped  noi 
wifh  you  to  take  the  trouble  of  anfwer- 
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“ ing  It ; and  I hope  you  will  forgive  me 

“ for  abiding,  that  if  you  do,  I lhall  not 
reply. 

“ I imagine,  that  though  an  obfcure 
peifon,  Dr  Gregory  muft  have  heard  of 

^ it  could  not 

..  be  uyavourably.  Left  you  llmuld  not, 

add,  that  my  profeffion  is  that  of  fo- 

^citing  bufmefs  from  Scotland  in  the 

Houfes  of  Parliament,  or  what  is  com- 

monly  called  a Scots  Solicitor. 

“ I am,  with  all  due  , refped  for  your 

general  character  and  abilities.  Sir,  &c. 

“ Ja,  CHALMilR. 

“ Abingdon  Street,  Wejlminjler, 

“ iT)th  Aiigujl  1793. 

“ Dr  James  Gregory,  hfc.  Edinburgh:' 

That  there  might  be  no  objedions  to 
the  conclufions  which  I meant  to  draw 
from  the  contents  of  the  above,  I fent  to 
Tr  Gi'cgory  the  following  letter. 

“ S I R, 

received  a letter 
from  Mr  Chalmer  of  London,  by  which 

“ I 
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“ I learn  that  he  wrote  to  you  by  the  fame 
“ poll. 

“ His  purpofe  in  writing  to  you,  he 
“ informs  me,  was  to  fulfil  his  promife 
“ to  the  Melfi  Robinlbn,  that  he  fliould 
“ communicate  the  refult  of  his  converfa- 

tion  with  them  to  both  parties  concern- 
“ ed  in  the  fubjed  on  which  he  addreffed 
“ them. 

“ As  you  have  fo  often  declared,  that 
“ your  conducl  towards  me  was  influ- 
“ enced  by  no  perfonal  confideration,'  I 
“ flattered  myfelf,  that  in  confcquence  of 
“ Mr  Chalmer’s  letter,  you  would  have  vo- 
“ luntarily  Hepped  forward,  and  offered, 
“ as  a gentleman,  that  apology  for  your 
“ behaviour  to  which  I confider  myfelf  to 
“ be  intitled. 
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But  although  fbme  days  have  now  e- 
lapfed  fince  you  mufl  have  received  that 
letter,  and  you  have  made  no  fuch  of- 
fer ; yet  I am  unwilling  to  draw  the  ob- 
vious conclufion  from  fuch  conducl,' 
without  giving  you  an  opportunity  of 
explaining  yourfelf  — and  that  1 now 


GO. 


“ After  what  has  paffed  on  your  part 
I certainly  was  not  bound  to  afford  you 
an  opportunity  of  this  kind ; — but  I 

' “ thereby 
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thereby  hnifli  the  fketch  by  which  my 
conduc5l  in  this  fmgular  controverly 
may  be  judged  ; and  I alfo  complete, 
in  my  opinion,  the  contrail  between 
us. 

“ If  I do  not  receive  a fatisfa61:ory  an- 
fwer  from  you  within  the  fpace  of  twen- 
ty-four  hours  from  this  date,  I Ihall  pro- 
ceed  to  take  thofe  fteps  in  my  own  vin- 
dication  which  it  is  incumbent  on  one 
to  do,  who  has  been  as  much  injured, 

“ as 

Ja^  Hamilton  Jun. 

CaJlkhllU  Augujl  19.  1793, 

TCen  0 Clock ^ A,  M* 

To  Dr  yamcs  Gregory^ 

As  I have  received  no  aiifwer  to  the  a- 
bove  letter,  I am  intitled  to  conclude,  ei- 
ther  that  the  Do6lor  is  now  convinced  of 
Ills  error,  but  is  determined  not  to  ac- 
knowledge It  5 or  tliat  he  has  adopted  the 
laudable  refolution  of  adhering  obftinate- 
]y  to  his  own  opinion,  founded  on  the  moft 
palpably  erroneous  conjeftures,  in  oppofi- 
tion  to  the  moft  dire6l  unimpeached  tefti- 
mony. 
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If  the  former  conclufion  be  juft,  the 
Dodor’s  condad  will  be  properly  eftima- 
ted  by  every  man  of  honour ; and  if  the 
latter,  the  medical  reader  will  be  at  no 
!ofs  to  form  a decided  judgement  on  the 

ftate  of  his  intelleds. 

The  declaration,  therefore,  to  which  I 
put  my  name  on  the  21ft  of  January,  fta- 
ting,  that  I had  had  no  concern  whatever 
in  the  piiblicatidn  of  the  Guide,  is  thus 
proved  to  be  true,  I flatter  myfelf,  to  the 
convidtion  of  every  iiripartial  perfon.  Its 
truth  will  be  completely  eftabliflied  by  le- 
gal teftimony,  in  the  courfe  of  the  judi- 
cial proceedings  againft  Dr  Gregory  at 
prefent  carrying  on  by  my  Father, 


II.  PROOF  THA.T  ALL  THE  ARGUMENTS 
ADVANCED  BY  DR  GREGORY,  ARE 
FOUNDED  ON  FALSE  ALLEGATIONS  AND 
MISREPRESENTED  FACTS. 


Having  thus  demonflrated,  by  evi- 
dence which  mull  command  the  aifent  of 
every  perfon  of  • liberality  and  candour, 
that  Dr  Gregory’s  charge  againft  me  is 
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falfe  and  injurious,  it  may  be  thought 
that  I might  reft  the  matter  here.  But 
though  what  has  been  already  ftated  does 
completely  vindicate  my  charader,  yet  as 
it  by  no  means  does  juftice  to  that  of  Dr 
Gregory,  I next  proceed  to  inquire,  how 
far  the  circumftances  urged  by.  him  in 
ftipport  of  the  opinion,  that  I am  the  au- 
thor of  the  Guide,  which  he  has  been  at 
fo  much  pains  to  propagate,  can  enforce 
belief  in  the  mind  of  any  man  of  common 
fenfe. 

The  refult  of  "the  inquiry,  I truft,  will 
be,  that  fuch  circumftances  could  not  have 
influenced  any  man  who  had  not  previ- 
oufly  adopted  an  opinion  which  he  was 
determined  not  to  rellnquifh,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  to  ufe  every  endeavour  to  efta- 
blilh. 

His  evidence  is  of  two  kinds.  Internal 
and  Collateral. 


Dr  Gregory’s  internal  evidence. 


I.  T'hat  Midwifery  is  not  only  the  favour 
rite  Subjoin  of  the  Author  of  the  Guide ^ but 
is  even  the  principal  Objett  in  the  Work*  , 


A 
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A perufal  of  the  pamphlet,  however, 
miifh  convince  every  candid  perfon  that 
there  are  other  claffes  as  warmly  praifed. 
by  the  author,  and  that  there  are  alfo  o- 
ther  claffes  of  which  as  particular  an  ac- 
count is  given.  Indeed,  had  Dr  Gregory 
chofen  to  have  done  fo,  he  might,  by  the 
fame  exertions  of  ingenuity,  have  proved, 
that  any  of  the  other  profeffors  praifed  in 
the  pamphlet  w^as  as  much  concerned  in 
it  as  he  has  alledggd  my  Father  to  have 
been. 

But  even  allowing  Dr  Gregory’s  affer- 
tion  to  be  true,  That  the  whole  work 
fmells  infufferably  of  midwifery,”  it 
would  furely  be  a poor  compliment  to  the 
ftudents  at  this  Univeriity,  to  be  told, 

“ Yovi  fliall  not  form  a prejudice  in  fii- 
“ vour  of  any  particular  clafs,  efpecially 
“ in  favour  of  one  which  we  do  not  re- 
“ gard  as  a department  of  medicine.” 
Yet  Dr  Gregory’s  remarks  imply  a com- 
mand of  this  kind. 

With  all  due  deference  to  tire  profound 
erudition  and  extraordinary  abilities  of 
Dr  Gregory,  I mull;  inform  liim,  that  o- 
thers  differ  from  him,  both  in  their  choice 
and  in  their  ideas  of  the  utility  and  im- 
portance of  their  objefls  of  fludv.  That 

m 
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many  gentlemen  entertain  difFerent  feiiti- 
mcnts  relpeftjng  midwifery  from  what  he 
does,  is  demonftrated  from  the  circum- 
ftancc,  that  many  praflitioners  confine 
themfclves  exclufively  to  that  profeflion. 

This  ihews  liow  abfurd  it  is  to  fup- 
pofe,  as  Dr  Gregory  does,  that  it  is  im- 
pollible  for  any  iludent  to  form  a partial 
attachment  to  that  branch  of  medical 
praclicc. 

Until  the  learned  Doflor  fliall  be  fortu- 
nate enough  to  perfuade  all  mankind,  that 
his  fic  volo^  fic  juheo^  fhall  be  a fufEcient 
rcafon  for  adopting  any  opinion  he  may 
think  proper  to  efpoiife,  his  internal  evi- 
dence, derived  from  a clifFerence  in  fenti- 
ment  from  him  refpedting  the  importance 
or  iifefulnefs  of  any  art  or  fcience,  muft 
be  allowed  to  be  a proof  rather  calculated 
to  excite  contempt,  than  to  enforce  con- 
viclion. 

II.  Thai  the  Author  fee 2ns  hithnatcly  ac-* 
niiahitcd  njDith  many  recent  occurrences  in  the 

1 

Umverjity ; as^  the  Summer  Cliuical  Lc&iires^ 
Dr  Duncan  s Letiurcs  on  Medical  yurifprii-^ 
deuce ^ and  Dr  Dothcrani  s being  Dr  BlacFs 
AJjiJlant, 

Parva  kves  capiiuit  animos.  Admira- 
ble 
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ble  proofs  that  the  author  mull  be  a 
nieiirber  of  the  TJniverfity,  or  ncaily  con- 
neded  with  one  ! The  fummer  clinical 
lectures  had  been  eftabliflied  for  two 
feafons  ; they  were  well  known  to  all  the 
lludents,  and  they  were  publicly  adverti- 
fed  : Nay,  the  Author  of  the  Guide  quotes 
them  and  the  mathematics,  &c.  from  an 
advertifement  in  a newfpaper.  • Dr  Duncan, 
in  the  year  1 790,  publillied  a Syllabus  of 
his  Lectures,  in  which  lie  mentioned  his 
improvement  on  his  predeceflbr’s  plan,  by 
the  addition  of  Obfervations  on  Medical 
Jurifprudence  ; and  Dr  Rotheram  had  ap- 
peared as  Dr  Black’s  ailiftaiit  daily  for  a 
whole  winter,  before  two  or  three  hun- 
dred gentlemen. 

Although  fome  gentlemen  write  on  fub- 
jedls  without  having  made  any  previous 
inquiry  into  the  affairs  on  which  they  pre- 
tend to  lead  the  judgement  of  the  public, 
it  cannot  be  allowed  that  every  author  is 
equally  carelefs.  Had,  therefore,  Dr  Gre- 
gory even  been  able  to  prove  that  J.  John- 
Ibn,  Efq;  was  acquainted  with  circiimftan- 
ces  known  only  to  a few  individuals,  it 
v/ould  have  ftill  been  necelTary  for  him  to 
fhev>^,  that  he  could  have  had  no  opportu- 
nity of  acquiring  the  information. 

III.  Tuat 
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III.  nat  the  Author  is  perfeBly  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  Advantages  which  annual 

Pupils  to  the  Midwifery  Clajs  at  this  Univer- 
Jity  enjoy. 

But  thefe  advantages  arefo  well  known 
to  the  ftudents,  that  in  general  many  more 
gentlemen  apply  to  be  received  on  fuch 
terms  than  can  be  admitted.  Had  Dr 
Gregory  ever  converfed  with  any  annual 
pupil  either  of  the  late  Dr  Young  or  of 
the  pielent  profellbr,  he  would  have  found 
that  the  profeffor  of  midwifery  derives  ve- 
ty  little  pecuniary  advantage  from  Iiich 
pupils,  while  he  necedarily  incurs  much 
trouble  by  them.  For  the  extra  fee  paid  for 
the  privilege  of  being  annual  pupil  is  Two 
guineas  and  a half ; only  four  are  admit- 
ted annually  ; hence  Pen  guineas  yearly  is 
the  whole  emolument  accruing  from  them. 
But  for  this  fum  the  profeffor  (or  an  affill- 
ant  in  whom  he  can  confidel  muft  not  on- 
ly affift  thefe  gentlemen  at  ail  times  with 
his  advice,  frequently  at  the  moft  unfea- 
fbnable  hours,  but  muft  alfb  always  fuper- 
intend,  and  often  himfelf  undertake,  the 
many  clifEcult  operations  which  they  are 
called  on  to  perform.  It  may  be  afked, 
then,  for  what  rcafon  does  the  profellbr 
of  midwifery  take  annual  pupils  .?  For  the 
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benevolent  purpofe  of  faviiig  many  valu- 
able lives  to  the  community,  for  which  his 
own  exertions  as  an  individual  ^ would  be 
totally  inadequate.  And  that  many  lives 
are  annually  preferved  by  fuch  means,  I 
could  produce  the  rnofl  inconteftible  evi- 
dence. 

IV.  That  the  Author  mentions^  that  Dr 
Hamilton  engages  to  fiirnijlj  his  Pupils  with 
private  deliveries  ; which^  Dr  Gregory  ob-^ 
ferves^  is  the  very  language  of  an  advert fe-- 

merit. 

Any  reafonable  man,  before  he  dedu- 
ced fuch  an  inference,  would  certainly 
have  converfed  with  fome  ot  the  pupils  of 
the  midwifery  clafs  on  the  fubjedt.  Had 
Dr  Gregory  done  fo,  he  would  have  learn- 
ed, that  one  of  the  molf  common  que- 
ftions  put  by  the  pupils  is,  whether  they 
are  intitled  to  deliver  women  in  the  lying- 
in-ward  during  their  attendance  on  the 
firft  courfe  ? And  the  coiillant  anfwxr  is, 
that  they  are  not ; but  if  they  be  very 
, anxious  to  fee  pradtice,  they  can  have  pri- 
vate deliveries,  on  condition  that  they  pay 
a certain  film  to  the  patient. 

G ; V.  That 
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V.  That  the  Author  obferves^  that  the 
(hicatlon  of  Dr  Hamiltoii  s Son  has  been  regu^ 
lated  'with  the  view  of  rendering  him  capable 
of  the  important  taf.  of  being  his  Father  s af 
fifiaiit : “ Which  implies^''  the  Doctor  re-^ 

?narks^  “ a knowledge  of  their  hiftory^  and  of 
the  afl'ions^  and  even  the  thoughts  and  mo-> 
tives^  of  Dr  Hamilton  A 
How  wonderfully  acute  is  this  obfer- 
vation  ! It  evinces  a prodigious  profundi- 
ty of  thought,  and  an  aftoniihing  fubtlety 
of  reafoning  ! 

My  Father  has  not  only  mentioned,  at 
the  beginning  of  each  courfe  of  lectures, 
for  thefe  four  years  paft,  that  he  had  long 
wiflied  for  an  affiftant,  and  had  educated 
me  for  that  purpofe,  but  he  has^  even  faid 
the  fame  thing  in  his  preface  to  his  Trea- 
tife  on  the  Management  of  Female  Com- 
plaints. 

But  the  obfervation  under  eonfideration 
deferves  particular  notice,  as  it  proves  in 
the  mofl:  unequivocal  manner  the  upright- 
nefs  and  candour  of  the  Doctor’s  condudl 
towards  me. 

That  the  reader  may  underftand  this  proof, 
he  muil  be  informed,  that  only  two  pro- 
fefTors  in  the  univerlity  have  aififlants,  viz. 

Dr  I31ack  and  my  Father  5 that  Dr  Rother- 
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am,  Dr  Black’s  affiftant,  had  only  appeared 
in  that  charadter  in  the  winter  preceding 
the  publication  of  the  Guide,  while  I hadj 
for  three  years  previous  to  that  publication^ 
been  intrufted  with  the  principal  part  of 
the  charge  of  my  Father’s  clafs  ; and  that 
my  Father  gives  three  courfes  annually, 
and  Dr  Black  only  one. 

Dr  Gregory’s  obfervation,  then,  will  be 
properly  eftimated,  by  comparing  what  the 
author  of  the  Guide  has  faid  ot  Dr  Rothe- 
ram,  with  what  he  has  faid  of  me* 

4 Dr  Black’s  choice  has  fallen  on  a 
gentleman  whom  his  accomplilhments 
“ render  highly  worthy  of  hich  an  office. 
Dr  Rotheram,  well  known  in  the  medi- 
cal  and  philofophical  world.  By  his 
‘‘  affiflance,  Dr  Black  is  enabled  to  give 
“ the  mod  valuable  courfe  of  lectures  on 
‘‘  chemiftry  which  is  at  prefent  delivered 
by  any  profeffor.” 

“ Dr  Flamilton  has  been  affifted  for  a- 
“ bove  three  years  by  his  fon,  whofe  edii- 
cation  has  been  regulated  with  the  (ole 
‘‘  defign  of  rendering  him  capable  of  that 
“ important  talk.” 

Dr  Gregory,  well  aware  that  this  cir- 
cumftance  would  ftrike  every  perfon  who 
had  read  the  original  pamphlet,  and 
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COnfidered  the  fubjedl,  has  endeavoured, 
by  an  artifice  really  unworthy  of  hiinfelf, 

to  invalidate  the  obvious  conclulion  which 

» 

would  be  drawn  from  it,  by  alleging,  that 
Dr  Rotheram  has  received’  this  compli- 
ment in  conlequence  of  a favour  which  he 
had  done  my  Father,  in  a work  to  which 
he  did  not  put  his  name. 

As  neither  my  Father  nor  myfelf  knew 
of  this  favour,  I was  obliged  to  enquire 
into  the  circumftance  at  Dr  Rotheram  him- 
fclf;  for  I was  very  anxious  to  know  the 
particulars,  as  Dr  Gregory  had  ftyled  it  a 
good  ftory.  To  my  very  great  furprife, 
I found  that  the  obligation  alluded  to, 
was  a favourable  review  of  my  Father’s 
edition  of  Smellie’s  plates.  That  the  va- 
lue of  this  important  fervice  may  be  pro- 
perly appreciated,  it  is  neceflTary  to  inform 
the  candid  reader,  that  Mr  Creech  having 
purchaled  the  original  plates  of  Smellie, 
requefied  my  Father  to  improve  the  prac- 
tical obfervations  added  to  each  plate,  which 
he  did  after  much  trouble,  and  for  which 
he  received  no  ihare  in  the  emoluments  of 
the  work,  and  indeed  no  compenfation 

* Unlefs  an  o<$lavo  copy  of  Hume^s  hiftory  of  England 
be  deemed  fuch. 
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The  review  could  not  therefore  benefit 
my  Father ; it  could  only  fcrve  Mr  Creech. 
As  my  Father  had  no  intereft  in  the  Re- 
view, he  never  enquired  who  was  the  au- 
thor of  it,  and  never  knew  who  he  was  till 
now.  Flows  far  it  is  co'nfiftent  with  reafon 
to  fuppole  that  gratitude  for  fuch  a favour 
could  havQ^  fuggefted  the  flattering  and 
merited,  it  is  true,  compliments  paid  Dr 
Rotheram  in  feveral  parts  of  the  Guide,  it 
is  liot  my’  intention  to  inquire. 

VI.  That  ■ the  Author  of  the  pamphlet  has 
dfplayed  much  rancour  againf  Dr  Ruther- 
ford, ivho  had  fome  years  ago  long  and  keenly 
oppofed  the  admijfion  of  mcn-midwives  as  Fel- 
lows into  the  Royal  College  of  Phyficians,  and 
who  had  more  lately  advifed  the  abolition  of 
the  lying-in-ward-of  the  Royal  Infirmary. 

That  Dr  Rutherford’s  behaviour  in  the 
College  of  Phyficians  was  never  refented 
either  by  my  Father  or  fell,  the  Doctor 
has  had  many  ftrong  proofs. 

His  fuccefsful  exertions  in  having  the 
lying-in-ward  of  the  Royal  Infirmary  abo- 
liflied,  were  perfedtly  unknown  to  us ; and 
notwithftanding  Dr  Gregory’s  ftrong  pofi- 
tive  alTertions,  the  circumftance  would  have 
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appeared  Incredible  to  us,  had  not  the 
Dodlor  acqiiiefced  in  the  charge. 

It  cannot  be  controverted,  that  the 
flourifhing  ftate  of  any  univerlity  mull 
depend  very  much  on  each  individual  pro- 
feffor  appearing  in  his  own  particular  de- 
partment with  every  poffible  advantage  ; 
nor  can  it  be  denied,  that  the  general  pro- 
fperity  of  all  the  profeffors  muft  be  advan- 
tageous to  each  individually. 

Now,  as  the  world  regards  the  ftudy  of 
midwifery  to  be  eflential  to  a medical  prac- 
titioner, there  muft  be  a profeflbr  of  that 
department  in  the  univerfity.  But  as  that 
profeflbr  can  no  more  teach  midwifery 
without  a lying-in-ward,  than  the  profefl 
for  of  Botany  can  teach  without  a garden, 
it  could  not  have  been  imagined  that  any 
man  would  have  endeavoured  to  ruin  one 
of  his  own  colleagues,  when  it  could  have 
been  attended  with  no  immediate  advantage 
to  himfelf,  and  might  have  ultimately  inju- 
red him. 

Befides,  Dr  Rutherford  muft  have  known, 
that  as  my  Father  had  received  the  charge 
of  the  lying-in-ward  along  with  his  profef- 
forfliip,  it  would  have  been  inconfiftent 
with  the  ufual  liberality  of  the  patrons  of 
the  univerlity,  to  have  refufed  him  fome 
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equivalent,  if  the  managers  of  the  Infirma- 
ry Ihould  have  found  it  necelTary  to  abo- 
lifli  that  ward. 

Since,  however,  Dr  Rutherford  has  not 
thought  fit  'to  deny  it,  we  muft  take  the 
fadl  as  Dr  Gregory  has  reprefented  it. 

Dr  Gregory,  by  his  reafoning  on  this 
circumftance,  has  criminated  his  friend  in 
a very  unjuftifiable  manner.  He  has  in- 
fmuated,  that  Dr  Rutherford  endeavoured 
to  ruin  my  Father’s  clafs,  not  only  without 
provocation,  but  alfo  without  affording 
him  any  opportunity  of  defending  himfelf. 
While  he  has  only  charged  us  with  hav^ing 
refented  a treacherous  and  undeferved  in- 
jury, not  by  means  equally  bafe,  but  o- 
penly  by  fair  reafoning,  by  arguments 
publicly  expreffed,  and,  therefore,  if  falfe, 
ealily  refuted  ; for  had  all  that  is  faid  in  the 
pamphlet  againft  Doctor  Rutherford  pro- 
ceeded from  us,  it  would  have  been  a very 
inadequate  return  for  the  pains  the  Doctor 
had  taken  in  having  the  lying-in-w?U'd 
fuppreffed.  Such  a piece  of  fervice  could 
only  have  been  properly  requited  by  a fe- 
cret  and  fiiccefsful  attempt  to  have  the  Bo- 
tanic Garden  abolilhed. 

For  unlefs  Dr  Rutherford’s  intention 
had  been  to  injure  the  Midwifery  clafs, 

by 
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by  advifiiig-the  fuppreffioa  of  the  lyings 
in-ward,  his  conduct  on  the  occahon 
could  not  poffibly  have  been  refented  by 

. r- 

iis.  - ‘ . 

But  fo  dlfFerent  is  niy  opinion  bn  this 
fubje6l  from  Dr  Gregory’s,  that  1 declare, 
had  Dr  Rutherford’s  conduct  in  tlie  infir- 
mary" been  known  to  me,  I would  have 
put  a very  different  conftruefion  on  it 
from  what  Dr  Gregory  has  done  I would 
have  regarded  it  in  the  proper  point  of 
view  ; for  I would  have  confidered,  that 
the  Dodlor  was  actuated  from  a convic- 
tion, that  the  increafed  population  of  this 
-city,  the  great  number  of  workmen,  and 
^ the  very  high  prices  of  all  the  neceffaries 
Oi  life,  rendered  the  eflablifhment  of  a ly- 
ing-in  hofpital,  on  a large  fcale,  abfolutely 
neceflary,  and  that  fuch  an  inftitutlon 
would  contribute  much  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Univerlity. 

In  the  opinion  of  all  liberal-minded  peo- 
ple, the  expreflions  in  the  Guide  refpefling 
the  Botanical  clafs  are  not  the  fuggeftions 
of  perfonal  refeticment,  but  convey  only 
the  too  generally  prevalent  erroneous  i- 
dcas  concerning  that  clafs,  which,  how- 
ever, it  has  not  been  proved  were  ever 
fmclioned  by  me. 
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VII.  That  the  Author  of  the  Guide  has  alfo 
Jhewn  a rancour  againjl  the  Profejfor  of  Ma-^ 
thematics^  who  teaches^  during  Summer^  at 
the  fame  hour  with  the  Profejfor  of  Midwife-- 
ry ; and  that  the  opinion  refpeEling  the  fudy 
oj  Mathematics  exprejfed  in  the  Guide  is  pecu- 
liar  to  Dr  James  Hamilton, 

That  Mr  Playfair  chofe  the  hour  at 
which  the  Midwifery  clafs  had  met  for  a- 
bove  twenty  years,  although  there  was 
then  another  hour  vacant,  is  certainly  true. 

But  what  fhould  be  thought  of  the  heart 
of  chat  man,  who  could  fuppofe,  that  a 
trifling  circumflance  of  this  kind,  for  which 
Mr  Playfair  mull  have  had  good  reafons, 
could  occafion  fuch  a degree  of  refent- 
ment,  and  induce  fuch  a defif e for  revenge, 
as  would  lead  to  an  attempt  to  ruin  his 
clafs  by  an  infidious  attack  in  an  anony- 
mous pamphlet,  ^.odcunque  ofendis  mihi 
fc,  hicredulus  odi.  It  never  entered  into  my 
Father’s  mind  to  fuppofe  that  Mr  Playfair 
meant  him  any  injury  by  choofing  his 
hour ; and  it  is  obvious  that  he  fulFered 
none  by  it,  as  his  clafs'  has  become  more 
numerous  every  felfion  fmee  the  circum.- 
ftance  took  place. 

As  to  the  opinion,  that  the  elements  of 
geometry  cannot  be  fo  well  acquired  at 
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a public  clafs  as  by  attending  a private 
teacher,  being  peculiar  to  me,  I pofitively 
deny  it.  Unlefs  it  were  a generally  received 
opinion,  that  young  men  learn  mathema- 
tics much  better  by  attending  a private 
teacher  than  a public  profeffor,  we  could 
not  underftand  why  a fmall  propor- 
tion only  of  the  young  gentlemen  educa- 
ted in  this  city  fliould  attend  the  mathe- 
matical clafs  in  the  Univerfity,  when  the 
ProfelTor  is  acknowledged  to  be  a man  of 
very  fuperior  abilities,  while  the  fchools  of 
private  teachers  are  crowded,  although 
fome  of  thofe  teachers  have  very  little  to 
recommend  them, 

VIII.  That  the  Author  of  the  Guide  has 
f:ew7i  an  inveteracy  agaitift  private  Teachers^ 
which  could  only  have  proceeded  from  one  in^ 
terefed  in  injuring  them^ 

The  expreifions  in  the  Guide  do  not,  in 
my  opinion,  warrant  fuch  a conclufion; 
but  even  although  they  did,  the  inference 
deduced  by  Dr  Gregory  is  not  fair : for 
no  private  teacher,  on  the  plan  hitherto 
adopted,  can  interfere  with  my  Father. 
When  one  gives  a few  le(5tures  or  demon- 
ftrations  for  a few  {hillings,  he  holds  out 
a temptation  to  many  young  men,  which 
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induces  them  to  attend  his  courfe,  altho 
otherwife  they  might  never  have  ftudied 
the  fubjedt  ; a private  teacher  of  Mid- 
wifery may  therefore  be  very  fuccefstul, 
without  injuring,  in  the  fmalleft  degree, 
the  profeflbr. 


IX.  That  the  Author  of  the  Guide  mentions, 
that  Midwives  are  almojl  exclufively  employed 
in  low  life  in  Edinburgh,  which.  Dr  Gregory 
remarks,  could  only  be  known  to  a PraBi- 

tioner  of  Midwifery  in  Edinburgh. 

But  every  gentleman  who  ever  ftudied 
Midwifery  here,  knows  this  alledged  extra- 
ordinary fad,  nay,  it  is  often  mentioned  by 
way  of  reproach  in  England,  that  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  the  pradice  of  Midwife- 
I'y  is  entirely  in  the  hands  of  women.  Be- 
fides,  I am  told,  that  it  is  a common  cuftom 
for  the  young  gentlemen  attending  this  U- 
niverfity,  who  have  formerly  ftudied  Mid- 
wifery at  another  place,  to  pay  a fum  of 
money  to  fome  of  the  midwives,  in  low 
praaice,  for  the  privilege  of  attending 

along  with  them.  ^ • u • 

That  there  are  many  midwives  in  thio 

city^  of  whofe  abilities,  attention,  and  fi- 
delity we  can  give  honourable  teftimony 
from  our  own  knowledge,  v/e  have  oc- 
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cafion  every  day  to  mention  ; indeed  as 
many  of  them  were  my  Father’s  own  pu- 
pds,  It  would  be  a fevere  reproach  on  him 
if  they  were  not  well  qualified  for  their 
duty.  But  that  many  ignorant  i women 
praflife  m low  life,  and  commit  frequent 
dangerous  blunders,  cannot  be  denied; 
and  IS  necelfarily  mentioned  in  the  Mid- 
wifery clafs  every  courfe,  on  various  occa- 
fioiis,  but  more  efpecially  in  giving  a view 
of  the  proportion  ot  difficult  cafes  which 
occur  in  pradice  : two  or  three  hundred 
pupils  can  atteft  it. 

X.  ‘That  all  thofe  ProfeJJors  whofe  con- 

dua  has  been  ebliging  to  the  Profejfor  of  Mid- 

wfery,  or  his  Son,  are  liberally  praijed  in 
the  Guide, 

It  happens,  unfortunately  for  Dr  Gre- 
gory’s argument,  that  the  praifes  in  the 
Guide,  like  the  cenfures,  merely  exprefs 
the  gencial  opinions  of  the  Ifudents. 

It  tyould  be  a very  difagreeable  tafle  for 
me  to  follow  the  Dodor  in  his  illuflrations 
of  the  argument  under  confideration.  I > 
fliall  therefore  entirely  pafs  over  all  the  illi- 
beral  remarks  which  he  has  made,  altho’ 
they  afford  an  admirable  fpecimen  both 
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of  the  Dodlor’s  talents  as  an  inquifitor, 
and  of  his  generolity  as  a man. 

One  circumftance,  however,  which  has 
puzzled  him  ftrangely,  I believe  I can  ex- 
plain, not  from  any  knowledge  of  the  au- 
thor’s fentiments,  I mull  obferve,  but 
from  having  converfed  with  feveral  of  the 
Dodlor’s  pupils  on  the  fulyedl. 

I allude  to  the  praifes  bellowed  on  the 
Dodlor  in  the  Guide,  contrafled  with  the 
opinion  of  him  which  the  author  has  ex- 
preffed  in  his  letters.  I mull  premife, 
that  I offer  this  explanation  under  correc- 
tion. If  I have  been  milinformed,  I fliall 
readily  acknowledge  my  regret  for  having 
ventured,  in  one  inftance,  to  repeat  gene- 
ral reports. 

It  is  faid  then,  that  Dr  Gregory  ha- 
ving employed  much  of  the  time  of  his 
firft  courfe  of  lectures  after  Dr  Cullen’s 
death,  in  metaphyfical  difquifitions,  which 
his  pupils  did  not  underftaad,  felt  lb  very 
forcibly,  that  what  he  has  called  compli- 
ments in  the  Guide  were  ironical,  that  he 
exerted  himfelf  fo  much  this  laft  feafon, 
as  to  give  a complete  courfe  for  the  firft 
time  fince  he  was  appointed  Profeflbr  of 
the  Practice. 
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XL  That  7uany  of  the  exprejfions  in  the 
Guide  are  the  fame  zvhich  the  prefent  Profef 
for  of  Midw  ftry  has  bec7i  heard  to  ufe^  both 
in  private  converfation  and  in  public  difcourfe. 

When  it  is  known  that  my  Father  gives 
three  coiirfes  of  ledlures  annually  ; that  at 
the  beginning  of  each  courfe  he  reads  a 
fliort  public  lecture,  in  which  he  explains 
his  plan,  and  that  every  perfon  who 
chufes  may  attend  that  meeting,  the  whole 
force  of  this  apparently  formidable  argu- 
ment will  fall  to  the  ground ; for  in  gi- 
ving an  account  of  any  man’s  opinions, 
one  may  naturally  adopt  fome  of  his  ex- 
preffions. 

But  what  will  be  thought  of  the  argu- 
ment when  I affert,  that,  as  far  as  I can 
judge,  there  is  not  a fingle  expreffion  of 
my  Father’s  in  the  whole  account;  nay,  the 
view  of  his  plan  (although  it  might  eafily 
have  been  obtained,  for  every  pupil  who 
ftays  here  three  years  might  hear  it  nine 
times)  is  no  more  correct  than  that  of  the 
other  profeffors.  It  exhibits  the  gene- 
ral outline  indeed  ; but  that  outline  is 
fl^etched  out  in  his  text-book,  and  is 
nearly  common  to  his  plan,  with  that  of  ^ 
one  or  two  teachers  in  London ; whereas, 
wdthin  thefc  four  years,  an  alteration  in 

the 
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the  arrangeitient  of  the  courfe  has  been 
made,  which  charadlerifes  it  from  every 
other  courfe  on  the  fame  fubje6l. 

Between  three  and  four  hundred  pupils 
can  afford  ample  teflimony  of  this  fadl. 

Several  gentlemen  who  have  attended 
my  Father’s  public  lectures  for  thefe  two 
years  pad,  have  been  requefted  to  confi- 
der  the  Guide  attentively,  that  they  might 
difcover  whether  there  be  any  fimilar  ex- 
preffions,  and  they  have  uniformly  de- 
clared that  there  are  none.  If  any  farther 
proof  be  required,  the  ledlure  fhall  be 
publiflied,  which  will  at  once  convince 
every  one. 

XT  I.  That  the  Author  of  the  Guide  had  ad^ 
opted  and  executed  a certain  inquiry^  rtlpedi^ 
ing  the  fit  nation  of  the  Profefor  of  Midwifery 
in  the  Univerfity  of  Edinburgh^  zvhich  had 
been  threatened  by  Dr  Hamilton^  in  a convert 
fation  with  Dr  Gregory^  eight  years  before 
the  publication  of  that  work. 

About  nine  years  ago,  in  confequence 
of  a circumftance  which  Dr  Gregory  has 
fully  explained,  though  not  very  accu- 
rately, my  Father  threatened  to  make  a ju- 
dicial inquiry  into  the  caufes  which  have 
placed  the  Profeffor  of  Midwifery,  in  this 

Univerfity, 
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Univerfity,  in  a difFerent  Hate  fronx  wliat 
he  is  in  every  regular . univerlity  where 
fuch  a profeffor  is  appointed.  But  his 
well  known  defire  to  avoid  difturbing  the 
harmony  of  his  colleagues,  has  hitherto 
prevented  him  from  taking  the  proper 
fleps  for  that  purpofe. 

Every  perfon  in  the  leaft  acquainted 
with  the  knowledge  which  a medical  prac- 
titioner ought  to  pollefs,' will  naturally  be 
aftoniflied,  when  he  is  told  that  Midwife- 
ry is  not  confidered  by  the  Univerlity  of 
Edinburgh  as  a department  of  Medicine. 

Dr  Gregory  has  humoroufly  endea- 
voured to  prove,  that  a medical  pradfi- 
tloner  has  no  more  to  do  with  mid- 
wifery, than  an  old  midwife  has  to  do 
with  the  practice  of  phylic. 

Although  verbal  difquifitions,  it  is  well 
known,  occupy  much  of  the  Dodor’s  at- 
tention, yet  he  very  properly,  on  fome 
occafions,  (viz.  where  he  finds  it  for 
his  interefl),  pretends  to  be  ignorant  that 
many  words  have  two  dillind  fignifica- 
tions.  It  was  thus  that  he  mifreprefented 
the  word  di/covery  in  his  illiberal  attack  on 
Dr  Prieftly  ; and  it  is  thus  that  he  mifre- 
prefents  midwifery  in  his  rude  afiault  on  my 
Father  and  myfelf.  Yet  the  author  of  the 

Guide 
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Guide  had  furely  taught  him,  that  lec- 
tures on  inidwitery  do  not  deferibe  mere- 
ly the  management  of  women  during 
child-bearing,  but  comprehend  a deferip- 
tion  of  the 'treatment  of  the  difeafes  pecu- 


liar to  women  and  children.  In  mention- 
ing^ therefore,  the  realbns  which  have  in- 
duced the  members  of  the  Univerfity  to 
conlider  midwdfery  as  unconnecled  with 
medicine,  he  fiiould  have  dated  the  que- 
ftion  thus  : By  the  laws  of  the  L'nivcrlity« 
of  Edinburgh,  a phyfician  has  no  occafion 
to  ftudy  the  difeafes  of  women  and  chil- 
dren, although  fuch  difeafes  daily  form 
the  fubjecl  of  his  attention  ; but  he  mufl: 
ftudy  other  fubjedts.,  not  in  the  leaft  con- 
nedled  with  pradlice: 

Dr  Gregory  has  boafted,  that  he  and  o- 
thers  ha.ve  long  pradtifed  without  having 
ever  ftudied  midwifery.  With  the  refult 
of  his  praddee  I am  not  acquainted  ; but 
that  of  others,  to  his  certain  knowledge, 
has  not  been  fuch  as  to  v/arrant  any  exul- 
tation in  ignorance,  which  being  highly 
dangerous  to  the  community,  is  certainly 
quite  unjuftifiable.  An  iliuliration,  alrea- 
dy fubmiticd  to  the  Dodcor,  but  very  wife- 
ly totally  difregarded  by  him,  wdll  place 
this  matter  in  a proper  point  of  view. 
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’ Suppofe  it  pofFible  that  a phyficiaii 
lliould,  from  having  not  fludied  midwife-* 
ry,  mlftake  pregnancy  for  dropfy,  what 
would  be  the  confequence?  He  would  pre-* 
prefcribe  violently  ftimulafmg  ^ medicines, 
which  would  neceifarily  induce  abortion  ; 
and  that  accident,  at  certain  periods  of 
pregnancy,  befides  deftroying  the  child, 
endangers  highly  the  life  of  the  mother# 
Indeed  no  woman  can  mifcarry  at  the  pe- 
riod at  which  pregnancy  can  be  miftaken 
for  dropfy,  without  incurring  great  ha- 
zard. That  fuch  a miftake  has  been  com- 
mitted, (even  more  than  once,  I am  in- 
formed), is  no  fecret  among  the.  ftudents, 
and  is  well  known  to  the  Do6lor.  At  the 
time  that  it  happened,  it  impreffed  very 
ftrongly  on  the  minds  of  jthofe  who  wit- 
neflcd  it  the  neceffity  for  attending  to 
midwifery.  The  cafe  overturned,  within 
twenty-four  hours,  theVeafoning  which  the 
gentleman  had,  as  Dr  Gregory  afferts,  em- 
ployed for  many  years. 

The  queftions  in  the  Guide  refpedtlng 
the  reafons  which  have  placed  the  profef- 
for  of  midwifery  in  this  Univerflty  in  fuch 
a fltuation,  would  naturally  occur  to  every 
perfon  who  is  told  the  circumftance ; and 

fuch 
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fuch'queftions  are  often  put  by  my  lather  5 
pupils. 

What  an,  outrage,  then,  is  it  on  com- 
mon lenfe,  to  conned:  a very  natural  que- 
fiion  with  a propofed  judicial  inquiry, 

threatened  nine  years  ago ! 

/ 

XIII.  'That  the  Style  of  the  Giiide^  and 

many  of  the  Thoughts  cxpreffed  in  it^  are  ft- 

milar  to  thofe  of  the  Tranfation  of  the  New 

French  Medical  Conf  itution^  puhlifhed  in  the 

laf  volume  of  Dr  Duncan  s Commentaries^ 

and  executed  by  Dr  fames  Hamilton  junior^ 

< 

This  affertion  tallies  ill  with  another  of 
the  Dodor’s  allegations,  that  many  of  the 
expreflions  in  the  Guide  .were  recogniled 
to  be  my  Father’s.  Did  my  Father  allilt 
at  the  Committee  of  the  Medical  Society 
of  Paris,  who  drew  up  that  elaborate 
Plan  ? 

It  mull  appear  rather  fmgular,  that  Dr 
Gregory  fhould  feek  for  limilarity  of  ftyle 
in  a tranfation,  efpecially  when  he  had 
in  his  poirelTion  above  feven  hundred  pa- 
ges of  original  matter,  publillied  by  my  Fa- 
ther and  myfelf  within  the  fame  year  with 
the  Guide.  Nor  can  it  be  urged  in  his 
defence,  that  the  Dodor  was  not  difpofed 
to  take  proper  advantage  of  this  circum- 
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Ibmcc  ; lie  tells  us,  that  “ tlie  perfect 
“ famenefs,  or  even  very  near  refemblance, 
“ both  in  thought  and  exprcffion,  were  it 
“ but  in  a fingle  fentence  or  couplet,  to 
“ the  compolition  of  a preceding  author, 
“ (if  it  Vv^ere  not  acknowledged  as  borrow- 
“ ed),  would  be  complete  internal  evidence 
“ of  plagiarifm.”  It  is  exceedingly  unfor- 
tunate for  the  Dodlor,  that  he  could  not 
find,  in  feven  hundred  pages  on  the  fub- 
je6f  of  midwifery,  a fingle  couplet  fimilar 
to  any  in  the  Guide,  and  that  he  was 
therefore  obliged  to  have  recourfe  to  a 


tranllation. 

Dr  Gregory  has  noticed  particularly  one 
expreflion  common  to  the  Guide  and  to 
the  TranilatioiY  of  the  French  Medical 
Conftitutioii,  viz.  the  healing  art.  What 
a pity  it  is  that  that  expreiuon  occurs  on- 
ly twice  in  above  feven  hundred  pages 
publiflied  profcITedly  by  us,  viz.  the 
Treat ife  on  the  Management  of  Female 
Compialiits,  and  the  Letters  to  Dr  Of- 


born  ! res  in  Je  neque  confiUum  neque  mo-- 

dun:  habet  nullum,^  earn  confiUo  regere  non potes. 
The  Guide,  in  feveral  places,  cfpecially 
in  tne  polilcript,  bears  ilrong  evidence 
that  it  was  written  previous  to  the  meet- 
ing of  the  fuminer  claifes,  that  is,  previ- 


ous 
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ous  to  May  1792.  But  the  volume  of  the 
Hyioire  dt  la  Socle  1 5 Roy  ale  de  Medicine 
de  Paris,  in  which  the  plan  of  the  New 
Medical  Conftitution  is  detailed,  did  not 
reach  Edinburgh  rill  towards  the  latter 
end  of  June  that  year,  and  was  never  in 
my  polfeilion,  as  the  books  of  the  College 
Library  can  fliew,  till  the  5th  of  July  ; or, 
in  other  words,  till  two  or  three  months 
after  the  Guide  appears  to  have  been  writ- 
ten. 

As  Dr  Gregory  does  not  lay  much  ftrefs 
on  the  aflertion  under  confideration,  I 
fhould  have  paifed  it  over,  had  it  not  af- 
forded me  an  excellent  opportunity  of  pav- 
ing a due  tribute  of  refped  to  the  Dodor’s 
wonderful  abilities. 

If  the  reader  take  the  trouble  to  com- 
pare the  Dodor  s method  of  detedmg  pla- 
giaiilin,  juft  (jooted,  with  the  following 
obfervation,  felecded  from  his  celebrated 
Introdudion  to  his  Philofophical  and  Lite- 
rary Effays,  he  will  be '{truck  with  admi- 
ration, and  perhaps  with  terror. 

It  is  poffible,  in  fome  cafes,  to  af- 
“ certain  the  molt  fecret  thoughts  of  men, 

“ in  fpite  of  their  own  boldefl  affertions 
“ and  denials.” 

• 'Tremble,  ye  inncceiit,  and  ye  guilty  ! 

Ye 
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Ye  innocent,  tremble  ! for  if  ye  inad- 
vertently {tumble  on  a fmgle  couplet  fimi- 
lar  in  compofition  to,  or  very  nearly  re- 
lembling  in  thought,  an  exprefiion  in  an 
anonymous  pamphlet,  whether  the  pam- 
phlet be  written  before  or  after  any  publi- 
cation in  which  ye  may  have  been  enga- 
ged, ye  flaall  be  judged  guilty  of  being 
concerned  in  the  anonymous  work  ! And 
tremble,  ye  guilty  ! for  behold  a man  who 
can  afcertain  your  moll  fecret  thoughts, 
in  fpite  of  your  own  boldeft  affertions^and 
denials ! , 


Such,  then,  is  Dr  Gregory’s  Liternal 
Evidence.  Credule  quid  frujlra  Jimulacra 
fugacia  captas,  quod  petls  ejl  nunquarn. 
Divefted  of  its  meretricious  ornaments, 
fophiftical  reafoliing,  and  mifreprefent- 
cd  fads,  it  amounts  to  this,  that  in 
the  pamphlet  intitled,  ‘ A Guide  for  Gen- 
tlemen ftudying  Medicine  at  the  Uni- 
verfity  of  Edinburgh,’  fome  profefTors 
are  cenfured,  and  many  are  warmly  prai- 
fed  ; that  Dr  Rutherford,  who.  Dr  Gre- 
gory has  alleged,  has  long  endeavoured  to 
injure  my  Father,  is  particularly  cenfured, 
and  that  my  Father  is  very  much  praifed. 

Now 
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Now  had  it  been  proved,  y?,  That  Dr 
Rutherford’s  pretended  attempts,  for  we 
do  not  believe  Dr  Gregory’s  account,  were 
known  to  my  Father,  and  that  he  was  ca- 
pable ot  refentirig  them ; 'idly^  That  the  opi- 
nion of  the  botanic  ledlures,  exprefled  in 
the  Guide,  is  peculiar  to  us  ; and,  '^dly^ 
That  my  Father’s  courfe  of  ledtures  do  not 
merit  any  encomium  : then  it  might  have 
been  inferred  from  the  internal  evidence  of 
the  pamphlet,  that  the  author  had  had  forne 
communication  with  us.  But  as  Dr  Ru- 
therford’s condudl  was  totally  unknown  to 
us,  as  the  obfervations  in  the  Guide  on 
his  ledlures  exprefs  the  erroneous  fend- 

r 

■ments  of  many  ftudents,  and  as  malice 
itfelf  cannot  deprive  my  Father  of  that  re- 
putation as  a teacher  and  pradfitioner 
wTich  he  has  long  enjoyed;  Dr  Gregory’s 
internal  evidence,  like  Rage-lightning,  al- 
though formidable  in  appearance,  mufl 
terminate  in  fmoke. 


Dr  Gregory’s  collateral  evidence. 

I.  7hat  the  PubUJJjers  did  not  anfwcr  the 
Demand  of  Dr  Ruthcrfora  s Attorney^  made 


on 
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on  the  i%th  of  Nopember,  until  the  ^th  day 
of  December  ; by  'which  there  "was  juft  time  to 
have  'written  to  Edinburgh^  and  to  have  re- 
ceived proper  infruSlions. 

I fhall  not  calculate  the  number  of  places 
to  which  they  might  have  written  with- 
in exadly  the  fame  I'pace  of  time  ; but  ta- 
king it  at  fifty  only,  the  argument  cannot 
be  allowed  much  weight. 

From  the  tenor  of  Mr  Chalmer’s  letter, 
p 23.  it  is  more  than  probable  that  it  will 
appear  in  proof,  that  thole  gentlemen  did 
not  write  to  Fidinburgh  on  the  fubjecd. 

II,  That  Dr  fames  Hamilton  junior  men- 
tioned to  a gentleman,  that  it  'was  probable  the 
author  cf  the  Guide  had  received  fome  hints 
from  himfelfor  his  Father,  by  means  of  infor- 
mation conveyed  to  a priend  in  London* 

The  converfatibn  to  which  Dr  Gregory 
here  alludes,  I very  well  remember.  The 
fubftaiicc  of  it  was  fhortly  this  : 

I told  Dr  Adair  jun.  for  he  is  the  gentle- 
man who  lo  honourably  reported  it,  that 
having  had  no  concern  whatever  with  the 
author  or  publifher  of  the  pamphlet,  I was 
allouilhed  how  it  flrould  be  attributed  to 
me.  I-Ie  hinted  as  a realon,  that  there  were 

many  circumftauccs  in  the  account  of  my 

Father’s 
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Father’s  clafs  which  had  given  fome  colour 
to  the  fufpicion.  In  anfwer,  I obferved,  that 
not  only  all  his  pupils  know  perfectly  the 
general  plan  of  my  Father’s  le6lures,  but 
that  I had  alfo  had  occafion  to  write  to  Lon- 
don about  many  circumftances  which  might 
have  been  made  ufe  of  without  my  know- 
ledge. Thefe  letters  were  about  the  pro- 
jected lying-in  hofpital  ; for,  as  my  Father 
and  mvfelf  wilhed  to  render  that  inltitu- 
tion  as  perfec5l  as  poffible,  we  wrote  both 
to  London  and  Dublin  on  the  fubjeCt, 
that  we  might  derive  every  advantage 
from  the  experience  of  thofe  who  fuper- 
intended  fimilar  hofpitals.  Nay  more, 
a number  of  propofals  for  the  Edinburgh 
General  Lying-in-hofpital  were  lent  to 
London,  and  a liberal  fubfcription  recei- 
ved from  one  gentleman  there.  I fliall 
leave  it  to  the  two  Doctors  to  fettle  by 
whofe  contrivance  this  converfation  has 
been  reprefented,  as  in  the  argument  un- 
der confideration. 

III.  That  about  the  end  of  September  laf^ 
Dr  James  Hamilton  junior  had  boaftd  to  a 
GentUman^  of  having  wiitten  books  to  which 
he  had  not  put  his  name^  and  had  mentioned  that 

K he 
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he  Jljouldfoon  appear  before  the  public  in  that 
way- 

flit  fiime  communicative  gentleman 
mentioned  in  the  laft  fe£lion,  muft  be  a- 
^:ain  introduced  to  the  acquaintance  of  the 
reader. 


About  die  middle  of  September  laft,  I 
was  requefted,  by  a near  relation  of  Dr 
Adair  junior,  to  attend  a poor  woman  in 
the  eighth  month  of  pregnancy,  then  af- 
fc(fted  with  peripneumony.  1 readily  a- 
grecd  to  the  requeft,  and  for  two  or  three 
weeks  met  in  confultation  with  Dr  Adair, 
generally  twice  a - day,  and  fometimes 
ofteiier.  The  woman  was  delivered  by 
my  afliftance  ; and,  in  Ihort,  although  the 
cafe  for  a long  time  feemed  to  be  defperate, 
by  our  united  endeavours,  the  patient  re- 


covered entirely. 

During  the  courfe  of  that  attendance, 
I had  the  honour  to  receive  frequent  vilits 
from  the  Doctor,  by  which  a frlendihlp 
between  us,  on  my  part  fincere,  was  efta- 
bliihed.  With  great  opennefs  I commu- 
nicated to  him  all  my  views.  Among 
many  other  fubjedls  of  converfatlon,  I re- 
colledl  well  having  repeatedly  mentioned 
with  regret,  that  although  I had,  during 


the  laft  two  or  three  Tears. 


v/ri,cten  a great 


deal 
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deal  for  the  prcf?,  I had  received  very  little 
credit  for  all  my  labour,  as  nothing  had 
api  'scared  in  my  own  name  ; and  that  now, 
when  I was  wilning  to  have  brought  for- 
ward my  projected  improved  edition  of 
Morgagni,  I had  been  obliged,  from  mo- 
tives or  gratitude  to  Dr  Duncan,  ta  un- 
dertake a diiEcult  and  extcnJlve  tranfla- 
tion  for  his  Commentaries^,  by  which  I 
fiould  be  again  prevented  for  fome  time 
from  appearing  in  propina  perjona.  The 
worns  to  which  I alluded,  were  not  only 
my  rather  s publications,  but  alfo  medical 
Thefes,  in  the  compofition  of  fome  of  which 
I had  aiTifted,  and  in  that  of  others  I had 
been  folely  engaged.  This  Dr  Adair  well 
knew  ; lor  I explained  to  him  the  con- 
ducL  of  one  gentleman  in  Dublin  re- 
fpedting  a Fhehs  which  I had  written  for 
him.  It  was  on  Uterine  Hsmorrhagy. 

I he  gentleman  having  graduated  at  Glaf- 
gow,  did  not  print  it.  Therefore  I wrote 
to  lilm  for  the  copy,  that,  with  fome  alte- 


I never  expeneJ  that  tills  clicumilance  would  have  been 
To  very  handfomely  acknowledged  by  Dr  Duncan,  as  it  has 
been  in  the  preface  to  his  laft  volume  of  the  Commentaries  : 
I oi  the  flattering  compliment  paid  me  there  was  totally  un- 
known to  my  Fatl-.er  and  myfdf,  till  pointed  out  by  Dr  Cxre- 

goiy  at  the  meeting  of  the  Senatus  Academic*??  on  the  2 ill 
of  December. 

K 2 rations, 


\ 


( 62  ) 

rations,  t might  publiflx  it  as  an  eflay  in 
my  own  name. 

The  gentleman  took  no  notice  of  my 
letter;  but  to  my  very  great  furprife,  ma- 
ny months  after,  he  wrote  to  my  Father, 
requeuing  a lill  of  his  titles,  that  he  might 
dedicate  the  Elfay  (my  Effay)  to  him. 
Further,  he  modeltly  defired,  that  I would 
do  him  the  favour  to  fugged  any  improve- 
ments which  might  have  occurred  to  me 
in  confequence  of  additional  experience  ; 
and  above  all,  that  I would  fend  him  a 
few  more'  cafes.  I immediately  anfwered 
him  ; and  my  letter  was  couched  in  fuch 
terms,  that  he  durll  not  publifli  the  Effay 
in  his  own  name  ; but  I had  reafon  to  be- 
lieve, from  fome  information  I had  recei- 
ved, that  it  was  offered  for  publication  in 
London.  Dr  Adair  knew  all  thefe  parti- 
culars, and  he  alfo  knew  that  I had  once 
fome  thoughts  of  publilhing  at  firft,  with- 
out  my  name,  a few  obfervations  on  the 
ufe  of  the  vedis.  The  candid  reader  will 
form  a proper  opinion  oi  the  perfons  who 
could  apply  this  inforiiiation  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  Drs  Gregory  and  Adaii  have 
done, 

IV.  That  a few  days  after  the  Converfa- 

tlon  detailed  in  the  laji  Se^lon^  Dr  fanies  Ha-- 

rnilton 
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fnllton  junior  had  put  Into  the  hands  of  the  fame 
Gentleinan^  ( vi%.  Dr  Adair),  a copy  of  the 
Guide,  infcribed  “ From  the  Author  f nearly  a 
month  before  the  Pamphlet  was  piiblifhed  here. 
On  the  6th  day  of  October,  as  already 
ftated,  I received  a copy  of  the  pamphlet 
by  the  hands  of  Mr  Guthrie  bookfeller, 
South  Bridge,  to  whom  it,  and  my  Fa- 
ther’s copy,  came,  in  a parcel  along  with 
another  copy  for  one  of  the  Profeifors, 
from  the  Meff.  Robinfon  of  London, 
which  was  conveyed  by  the  mail-coach. 

The  letter  from  tlie  Meff.  Robinfon, 
fent  along  with  the  parcel,  Mr  Guthrie 
was  obliging  enough  to  Ihow  me.  It  is 
dated  the  2d  of  0(5tober;  and  the  in- 
voices fent  to  ^Meff.  Bell  and  Bradfute, 
Hill,  and  Mudie,  along  with  their  parcels 
of  the  Guide,  were  dated  alfo  on  the  2d 
of  that  month  ; fo  that  fome  copies  ha- 
ving been  fent  by  the  mail,  and  others 
by  fea,  the  former  were  here  fooner  than 
the  latter.  But  I am  informed,  that  the 
book  was  in  feveral  fnops  within  a few 
days  after  I faw  it. 

At  any  rate,  as  other  Gentlemen  befides 
myfelf  received  copies  from  the  author  at 
the  fame  time,  the  allegation  under  confi- 
deration  is  proved  to  be  abiolutely  falfe. 

V. 
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V.  7'hal  ’VDoen  Dr  Gregory  s acai/at'ion  of  Dr 
Alexander  Hamilton  was  pending  before  the  Se- 
natus  Academicus,  he  received  a letter.  Ro-p.. 
cdj.johnfon^  plainly  intended  to  bias  the  deter  ^ 
mination  of  the  Committee^  and  implying  an 
accurate  knowledge^  not  only  of  zvbat  'was  n-n^ 
forward  in  Edinburgh.,  but  alfo  of  the 
very  day  of  meeting  of  the  Senatus  Acade> 
inicns. 

Si  quid  mihi  credas,  nunquam  amavi  iflhunc 
hominem.  Sed  quo  crimine  cacidit  ? Shiis  de- 
lator? S>uibus  tefibiis?  Nihil hortmi,  Gv^Ati- 
DIS  Epistola  a CAVKEisvcnit.  This  let- 
ter is  dated,  London,  December  i8.  fo 
that  it  fliould  have  reached  Edinburgh 
on  the  2 1 ft,  the  day  before  the  Committee 
met,  had  it  been  put  into  the  poft-oiEce 
in  London  on  the  day  of  its  date  ; but  as 
it  did  not  arrive  at  Edinburgh  fooner  than 
the  24th,  it  is  evident  that  it  was  not 
put  into  the  poft-ofEce  there  till  the  2 1 ft. 

This  letter  my  Father  declared  to  be  all 
a myftery  to  him ; and  fo  it  undoubtedly 
was.  He  had  written  a ftrong  letter  to  the 
Principal,  regretting  that  the  Committee 
had  not  met  on  Saturday  the  15th,  as  he 
had  expcclcd,  and  requefting  that  a meet- 
ing might  be  held  on  the  i 7th  ; to  which 

Dr 
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Dr  Robertfon  anfwcrcd,  That  he  was  con- 
vinced the  members  of  the  committee  could 
not  meet  on  that  day  ; my  Father  there- 


fore knew  nothing  whatever  of  the  day 
of  meeting  till  the  2 if!:,  when  he  fent  early 
in  the  morning,  to  know  from  the  janitor 
of  the  college,  whether  he  had  received  or- 


ders for  fuiiimoiiing  the  committee  for  the 
following  day. 

Dr  Gregory’s  reafoning  on  the  letter  is 
very  curious.  It  was  crroneoully  dated, 
and  did  not  arrive  in  proper  time ; ergOy  it 
came  from  Edinburgh,  from  a practitioner 
there,  and  from  one  at  leail  coniiedled  with 


fome  member  of  the  Univerfity.  Yet,  had 
it  arrived  at  the  exabl  time,  the  day  before 
the  meeting  of  the  committee,  there  wouki 
have  been  clear  proof,  he  would  have  al- 
• leged,  that  it  did  fb. 

At  the  time  that  Dr  Gregory  produced 
this  letter,  my  Father  and  I firmly  belie- 
ved that  it  was  a manoeuvre  of  fome  of 
the  parties  interefted  in  injuring  us  ; but 
fince  it  is  written  in  the  f\me  hand  as  the 
anfwer  which  Dr  Gregory  received  to  the 
letter  addrelfed  to  the  author,  fent  to  the 
. MelT.  Robinfon,  that  fufpicion  is  entirely 
effaced.  And  from  what  thofe  gentlemen 

have 
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have  fakl  to  Mr  Chalmer,  it  is  clear  that  it 
could  not  proceed  from  us. 

But  from  the  time  that  Dr  Gregory  had 
brought  the  affair  before  the  Senattis  Aca- 
demicus^  the  circumftance  was  fo  much  the 
fubjecl  of  public  converfation,  that  Dr  A- 
dair’s  wife  wrote  an  account  of  the  whole 
tranfadlion  to  her  hufband,  then  in  the 
country.  He,  as  he  informed  me  on  his 
return,  in  anfwer  to  her  letter,  obferved, 
that  file  had  probably  miflaken  Gregory 
for  Rutherford. 

The  fubjeft  was  alfo  talked  of  among 
the  members  of  the  Medical  Society  on  Sa- 
turday the  15th  of  January.  As,  there- 
fore, the  matter  was  very  wideljr  known,  if 
the  author  ha.ve  any  acquaintance  at  Edin- 
burgh, he  might  have  eafily  learned  what 
■was  going  forward. 

VI.  That  Dr  Gregory  'wrote  two  letters  to 
y.  Johnjo?t^  Efq;  and  fent  them  to  the  Mejf. 
Robivfon^  to  be  tranfmitted  I them  to  the 
Author  of  the  Guide;  that  he  received  an 
anjwer  jnf  within  the  time  which  was  requi- 
red to  have  jent  thefe  letters  to  Edinburgh^ 
and  tofave  returned  an  aniwcr  to  London^ 
that  It  might  be  conveyed  to  him  by  pof. 


The 
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The  gentlemen  concerned  in  the  com- 
bination to  injure  me  had  good  reafon  to 
believe,  that  the  publilhers  ot  the  Guide 
would  never  difcover  the  author  oi*  that 
work ; and  they  iihagined,  that  lb  long  as 
he  lliould  remain  concealed,  they  might 
perfuade  the  malicious  part  of  the  world, 
that  I was  certainly  the  perfon. 

But  the  Dodlor,  unfortunately  for  them, 
by  his  too  great  zeal  in  fo  laudable  a caule, 
has,  like  Marplot,  fpoiled  the  whole ; 
for  by  fending  the  two  letters  alluded  to, 
he  has  afforded  me  the  moil  unequivocal 
circumflantial  evidence  of  my  having  had 
no  concern  in  that  pamphlet  which  could 

have  been  produced. 

If  the  Meif  Robinfon  fent  the  Doctor’s 
letters  to  any  part  of  England,  in  a di- 
rection from  London  oppolite  to  that  of 
Edinburgh,  as,  for  example,  to  Bath  or 
Briftol,  and  if  the  Debtor  received  an  an- 
fwer  within  the  fpace  of  eleven  days  from 
the  arrival  of  his  letter  at  London,  it  is 
clear  to  a demonftration,  that  the  perfon 
who  wrote  the  anfwer  could  ha.ve  had  no 
communication  with  Edinburgh  within 
that  time. 

It*  is  much  more  than  probable,  that  in 
the  courfe  of  the  judicial  proceedings  car- 
rying on  by  my  Father  and  the  Do6lor, 

■ L this 
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this  will  be  proved  to  be  the  cafe ; for  Mr 
Chalmer  fays,  Mr  Roblnfon  “ added  fun- 
dry  clrcumftances,  which  convince  me, 
that  you  (Dr  Gregory J have  been  led 
‘‘  to  form  erroneous  conclufions  on  the 
fubjedl.” 

In  many  cafes,  circumftantial  evidence 
is  preferable  to  diredd  teftimony.  Two 
witneiTes  may  fwear  pofitively,  that  they 
faw  a particular  perfon  perpetrate  a rob- 
bery, or  a murder  ; but  if  that  perfon  can 
prove  from  circumftances,  that  he  was  at 
the  time  mentioned  by  the  witneiTes  at  a 
great  diilance  from  the  fcene  of  acdion, 
their  evidence  will  be  difregarded. 

In  the  fame  manner,  it  is  probable,  that, 
in  coniideration  of  a fum  of  money,  a 
perfon  might  be  prevailed  on  to  declare 
himfelf  the  author  of  the  Guide;  and 
hence  dirccd  teftimony  could  be  brought 
to  prove  my  having  had  no  concern  in  it. 
But  furely,  if  it  can  be  ihewn,  that  letters 
addrefled  to  the  author  of  that  work  w^ere 
Tent  in  inch  a direction,  that  the  perfon 
who  wrote  the  aniwer  could  not  poffibly 
have  had  any  communication  whatever 
with  me,  the  proof  that  I had  no  concern 
in  the  publication  will  be  much  ftronger 
than  it  could  have  been  by  any  teftimony 
of  that  kind. 


VII. 
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VII.  ^hat  Dr  yames  Hamilton  s letter  on 
the  lyth  of  yaniiary^  to  Dr  Gregory^  was  in  ^ 

coiifequence  of  the  letters  addrejfed  to  f,  johii-- 
fon^  Efq\  conveyed  to  the  Mef  Robinfoiu 

As  the  Do6lor’s  intention  in  yriting  the 
two  letters  alluded  to  was,  he  alleges,  to 
force  me  to-  take  foine  prepofterous  me- 
thod of  clearing  myfelf,  by  which  he 
might  obtain  proof  of  my  guilt,  the  letter 
which  I wrote  to  him  on  the  lyth  of  Ja- 
nuary proved,  he  obferves,  that  his  en- 
deavours had  not  been  fruitlefs  \ for  that 
the  bait  had  taken. 

The  Do£lor,with  much  humour, compares 
the  operation  of  his  letter  to  that  of  fome 
naufeous  drugs,  which  on  many  occafions 
are  highly  beneficial;  and  hence  he  modeftly 
affumes  to  himfelf  no  fmall  degree  of  me- 
rit  for  his  wonderful  ingenuity.  But  if 
the  effei^l  of  his  prefcriptions  in  other  cafes 
be  as  much  the  reverfe  of  what  he  intends 
as  it  has  been  in  the  prefent  inftance,  I am 
afraid  the  fuccefs  of  his  pradlice  will  be 
fbmewhat  fimilar  to  that  of  the  great  San- 
GRADO, — -however  different  his  plan  of 
cure  may  be. 

Had  not  the  Doflor  written’  thofe  let- 
ters,  and  fent  them  to  the  Meff.  Robin- 
fon,  any  declaration  of  thefe  g;entlemen, 
as  long  as  they  fliould  conceal  the  author, 
would  not  have  entirely  cleared  me ; and 
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therefore  I fliould  certainly  have  fallen  a 
facrifice  to  the  deep  plot  which  was  fo  art- 
fully contrived  againll  me. 


Thus  the  collateral  evidence  adduced 
by  Dr  G rcgory  is  fliewn  to  be  either  the 
creation  of  his  own  fancy,  or  the  mifre- 
prefentatioiis  of  others. 

I fliall  now  exhibit  a fummary  view  of 
the  Do6lor’s  aflertions,  by  which  I have 
an  opportunity  of  introducing  a few  trif- 
ling mlfreprefentations  which  did  not  me- 
rit any  formal  notice,  recalling  to  the 
learned  Doeftor’s  recollection  the  celebrated 
I.ord  Bacon’s  obfervatlon,  “ Prudens  inter- 
rogatio  ejl  dimidium  Jcienti^^r 


Dr  Gregory s ytjfertions 

I,  That  T made  an  appeal 
to  tlie  public-  * 

2 That  it  never  was  his  in- 
tention to  injure  me. 

3.  ddiat  the  Author  of  the 
Guide  feems  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  every  recent 
tran faction  in  the  Univerfity. 

I 


Proved  falje.  v 

T,  That  appeal  only  now 
made. 

2.  The  whole  tenor  of  his 
pamphlet  fhews  this. 

3.  Yet  nothing  can  be  found 
in  it  which  every  Undent  does 
notjenow.  • 

: 4.  That 


* Confider,  indulgent  reader,  the  admirable  fpccinien  of  the 
Idoctor’s  corrc<ancls,  ingenuoufnefs,  and  uprightnels,  which 
the  very  firft  fentence  of  his  pamphlet  exhibits.  He  afferts, 
that  I made  an  appeal  to  the  public  ; but  I only  threaten- 
ed to  do  fo.  1 didributed  my  correfpondence  with  him  a- 
inong  his  own  brethren  only,  and  I informed  him,  in  a note 
lent  along  with  a copy  of  my  circular  letter,  that  i had  done 
lo. 


) 
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Dr  Gregory  s J/ertions 


Proved  falfe. 


4.  That  the  MefT.  Robinfoii 
declared  they  got  the  Guide 
from  their  correfpondent  in 
Edinburgh. 

5 That  I mentioned  to  a 
gentleman,  that  I had  given 
hints  on  the  fubje£l:  of  the 
Guide  to  a friend  in  London. 

6.  That  In  a private  letter 
to  my  Father,  Dr  Gregory  in- 
timated to  him  how  much  he 
was  interefted  In  the  Inquiry 


brought  by  him  before  the  Se- 
natus  Academicus. 

7 That  in  confequence  of 
my  publication  of  his  letter, 
he  was  called  on  to  defend  him- 
felf,  by  explaining  his  conduct, 
Avhich  he  had  done  accordingly. 

8.  That  the  Guide  is  prin- 
cipally defigned  to  raife  the 
fame  and  promote  the  pecu- 
niary interefl  of  the  prefent 
profciTor  of  midwifery. 


4.  Their  declaration  to  Mr 
Chalmer  proves  the  reverfe. 

5.  Proved  (page  58.)  to  be 
a mifreprefentation. 


6.  But  In  that  private  let- 
ter * he  only  told  him  that  he 
was  much  Interefted,  not  why 
or  how. 

7.  His  pamphlet,  I have 
reafon  to  believe,  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  printer  before  he 
had  any  letter  from  me. 

8.  Yet  the  praifes  of  other 
claffes  are  as  warm,  and  the  ac- 
count of  others  as  full  as  thofe 
of  my  Fdther^s  ; and  the  great 
increafe  of  his  pupils  for  two 
or  three  years  previous  to  the 
appearance  of  the  Guide,  fliews 
inconteftlblythathiijleclures  re- 
quired no  extraordinary  means 
to  recommend  them. 

9.  That 


* The. reader  fhall  judge  for  himfelf. 

“ 8ir,  Along  with  this  you  will  receive  a copy  of  a cir- 
“ cular  letter  w’hich  I have  this  day  font  to  all  my  col- 
“ leagues  of  the  Unlverfity  of  Ldinburgh.  That  letter  will 
‘‘  fufficiently  explain  itfelf ; but  as  what  I have  to  lay  be- 
‘‘  fore  the  Senatus  Academicus  moft  peculiarly  concerns 
“ you,  I think  it  right  to  give  you  this  private  intimation, 
“ in  order  that  you  may  arrange  your  matters  fo  as  to  be 
“ at  the  Univcrfity  meeting,  whatever  other  Intentions  or 
“ avocations  you  may  have  had.  You  can  have  no  btifinefs 
more  interefting  to  yourfelf  than  what  I am  to  lay  before 
the  Senatus  Academicus. 

“ I am,  Sir,  your  moft  obedient  fervant, 

(Signed)  “ Jas  GREGoay.P 


f 
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Dr  Gregory's  Jljfertions 

g.  That  the  Guide  is  alfo 
defigned  to  decry  the  Botani- 
cal and  Mathematical  clafles. 

10.  That  the  author  of  the 
Guide  mull  be  intimately  ac- 
quainted with  my  Father’s  fa- 
milyj  for  he  mentions  that  1 
was  educated  with  the  foie  view 
of  being  his  affillant  in  teach- 
in^. 

O 

11.  That  private  teachers 
are  decried  in  the  Guide»  and 
that  there  is  a private  teacher 
at  prefent  here,  who  is  my  Fa- 
ther’s rival  in  teaching  and  in 
pra(Slice. 

12.  That  in  the  Guide  an 
inquiry  is  made  refpe6ling  the 
fituation  of  the  ProfefTor  of 
Midwifery,  which  was  threat- 
ened by  my  Father  nine  years 
ago, 


13.  That  phyficians  may 
praftife  fuccefsfully  without  a- 
ny  knowledge  of  Midwifery. 

14;  That  the  Guide  is  a pro- 
totype of  the  new  French  Me- 
dical Conllitution,  and  that  ma- 
ny fentenccs  of  my  tranflation 
of  that  plan  correfpond  with 
pafiages  of  the  Guide. 


15.  That  many  exprelTions 
of  the  Guide  are  the  well- 
known  cxpreffions  of  my  Fa- 
ther, 


Proved  falfe. 

9.  But  although  both  thefe 
clafTes  were  annihilated,  it 
would  not  add  a Tingle  pupil  to 
the  Midwifery  clafs. 

10.  Yet  all  that  is  faid  of  me 
is  what  my  Father  has  public- 
ly mentioned  many  hundred 
times,  while  the  affillant  of  an- 
other profefTor,  who  had  only 
appeared  lately,  is  very  warm- 
ly praifed, 

11.  But  the  expreffions  in 
the  Guide  do  not  warrant  this 
conclufion  ; and  no  private 
teacher  can  affedl  my  Father’s 
praflice  or  fuccefs  in  teaching. 

12.  What  has  been  llyled 
the  inquiry,  is  merely  a natu- 
ral quellion,  why  Midwifery 
Ihould  not  be  confidered  a de- 
partment of  Medicine  in  the  U- 
niverhty  of  Edinburgh.  The 
inquiry  alluded  to  by  my  Fa- 
ther, Dr  Gregory  knows  well, 
was  a judicial  one. 

13.  Although  fuch  phyfi- 
cians millake  pregnancy  for 
dropfy,  and  hence  occalionally 
dellroy  at  leaft  one  life. 

14.  Yet  the  Guide  bears  the 
llrongefl:  poffible  evidence  that 
it  w'as  written  previous  to  May 
1792  ; but  the  volume  in  which 
the  plan  of  the  French  Medical 
Conllitution  is  detailed  did  not 
reach  Edinburgh  before  the 
end  of  June,  and  was  not  in 
my  pofieffion  till  July. 

15.  Yet  furely  the  pupils 
vyho  recognifed  thefe  phrafes, 
had  they  widtten  the  Guide, 
might  have  iifcd  them.  Be- 
Tides,  Dr  Gregory’s  preceding 
afiertion  cpntradids  this  flatly. 

16.  That 
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Dr  Gregory*  s AJfertions 

1 6 That  the  language  of 
the  Guide  thews  it  came,  from 
Edinburgh, 

17.  That  1 had  boafted  of 
having  publiflied  books  with- 
out my  name,  and  that  I fliould 
foon  appear  in  that  way. 

18.  That  my  Father  knew 
fooner  than  any  one  cite  the 
day  of  meeting  of  the  commit- 
tee of  the  Senatus  Acad^uicus. 

19.  That  the  Meff.  Robin - 
fon  of  London  had  fent  his  let- 
ters addreffed  to  J.  Johnfton, 
Efq;  to  me. 

20.  That  my  letter  of  the 
17th  January  was  in  confe- 
quence  of  his  letters  to  f.  John- 
fon,  E^q; 

21.  That  1 employed  mifre- 
preientation  and  fallehood  in 
the  account  which  i gave  of 
his  words  and  actions* 


% 

Proved  falfe,  > 

16.  Yet  not  a fcotticifm  can 
be  difeovered  in  the  Guide. 

1 7 ^ Proved  (p  60.)  to  be  a 
glaring  mifreprefentation. 

18.  But  he  did  not  know  it 
till  the  preceding  day. 

19.  But  the  declaration  of 
thofe  gentlemen,  detailed  p.25. 
proves  that  thefe  letters  were 
never  fent  to  me. 

20.  Yet  1 never  knew  any 
thing  whatever  of  his  letters, 

7.1.  This  allegation  he  him- 
feif  has  ccntrad"i£leu,  as  pro- 
ved, (p.  80,  &c.) 


Inftead  of  making  any  refledions  on 
tins  catalogue  of  mifreprefentations,  (to  ufe 
the  fofteft  term),  I thankfully  avail  my- 
ftlf  of  the  Do6lor’s  own  words  to  exprefs 
my  fentiments  ot  his  conduct. 

When  a man  who  makes  fach  an  ap- 
peal,  and  wifhes  the  public  to  decide  in 
“ his  caufe,  injftead  of  tellino:  the  whole 
tale,  tells  but  a very  little  of  it,  and 
that  little  very  erroneoufly^  dating  only 

what 
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“ what  is  in  his  own  favour,  fuppreffing 
whatever  can  make  againft  him,  and 
‘‘  mifreprefenting  the  words,  the  mean- 
ing,  and  the  conducl  of  his  adverfary, 
“ it  nuifl  be  believed  that  he  has  the  moft 
fubftantial  reafbns  for  abling  in  a man- 
ner  fb  evidently  difingenuousf  ’ 


On  the  whole,  the  evidence  which  he 
has  brought  forward  is  clearly  fuch  as 
would  never  have  influenced  the  opinion 
of  any  man  who  had  nothing  more  than 
truth  in  view.  Every  fadf  which  he  has 
alleged  has  been  fliewn  to  be  either  totally 
untounded  or  mifreprefenteci ; and  every 
argument  fs  either  abiurd  or  fophiilical. 


III.  PROOF  THAT  SOME  CIRCUMSTANCES 
WERE  OR  MIGHT  HAVE  BEEN  KNOWN 
TO  DR  GREGORY,  WHICH  SHEW  CLEAR- 
LY  THAT  THERE  WERE  NO  GROUNDS 
OF  SUSPICION  AGAINST  ME. 

Having  thus  pointed  out  the  fallacy 
of  all  his  arguments  in  his  celebrated 
pamphlet,  I proceed,  as  I propofed,  to 
prove,  that  fome  circumftances  were  or 
might  have  been  known  to  him,  which 

fliew 
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fhew  clearly,  that  there  were  no  grounds 
of  fufpicion  againft  me. 

I.  My  Father’s  clafs  had  been  fo  much 
on  the  increafe  for  three  years  previous  to 
the  publication  of  the  Guide,  that  the 
number  of  pupils,  during  the  year  before 
that  work  appeared,  was  more  than  double 
what  it  had  been  three  years  before. 

The  world  has  hitherto  fuppofed,  that 
the  various  arts  of  empyricks,  to  puff 
themfelves  ofF,  were  only  employed  by 
thofe  who  had  occafion  for  fuch  artifices 
to  raife  their  credit  and  renown.”  But 
it  was  left  for  the  original  genius  of  Dr 
Gregory,  to  fliew  that  this  general  opinion 
is  an  error,  and  to  prove,  that  a man  who 
had  acquired  a degree  of  reputation  as  a 
teacher,  an  author,  and  a practitioner, 
which  Dr  Gregory’s  laudable  endeavours 
cannot  affeCt,  fhould  have  recourfe  to  the 
publication  of  a Quack-bill  in  his  own  fa- 
vour, and  that  too  at  the  very  time  when 
his  pupils  were  increafing  every  courle  ! 

II.  As  the  eftabliihment  of  a general 
Lying-in  Hofpital,  on  the  plan  fuggelted 
by  my  Father,  rendered  it  more  than  pro- 
bable that  the  pupils  of  his  clafs  would 

M continue 
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continue  to  increafe,  any  underhand 

f 

means  to  attain  that  end,'  would  have  been 
equally  imprudent,  as  they  were  uimecefhiry. 

III.  From  the  continued  increafe  of  the 
pupils  of  that  clafs  ever  lince  I had  had 
the  principal  lhare  in  the  duty,  it  was  evi- 
dent that  the  united  exertions  of  my  Father 
and  myfelf  had  been  attended  with  a de- 
gree of  fuccefs  equal  to  our  mod  fanguine 
expectations.  That  increafe  has  not  been 
interrupted,  notwitliftanding  the  attempts 
of  Dr  Gregory  and  others;  for  the  num- 
ber of  pupils  this  year  is  more  than  U^iplc 
what  it  was  the  year  before  I began  to  affifl 
my  Father. 

I required,  therefore,  no  extraordinary 
praife  in  my  favour  ; and  it  muft  be  al- 
lowed I have  received  hone,  the  Author  of 
the  Guide  having  juft  exprefled  what  has 
been  repeated  by  my  Father  feveral  hun- 
dred times  to  many  hundred  perfons. 

IV.  As  the  fuccefs  of  the  other  Profef- 
fors  could  not  aifedl  my  Father’s  clafs,  it 
would  not  have  been  confiftent  with  our 
line  of  condueft  in  other  aliairs  of  life,  to 
have  incurred  the  rifl^  of  detedlion,  by  de- 
crying the  Lectures  of  thofe  tvho  had  ren- 
dered 
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dered  tliemfelves  obnoxious  to  him,  which 
could,  have  ferved  no  other  purpofe  than 
the  gratification  of  revenge^  even  allowing 
that  we  had  been  capable  of  being  actuated 
by  fuch  mean  and  grovelling  motives. 

Lajlly^  The  interefl  which  we  took  in 
the  eftabliftmient  of  the  general  Lying-in- 
Piof|fital  rendered  it  abfolutely  necefTary 
for  us  to  avoid  every  difpute  with  our 
brethren,  and  to  endeavour,  by  every  lau- 
dable means,  to  conciliate  general  fiivoun 


After  this  detail,  the  world  will  judge 
vidiat  dependence  can  be  placed  on  a man 
who  has  been  for  feveral  months  exert- 
ing much  ingenuity,  facrificing  much 
time,  and  expending  much  money,  for 
the  very  benevolent  purpofe  of  injuring  a 
young  man  in  the“  opinion  of  a Father 
who  has  always  placed  implicit  confidence 
in  him,  and  of  ruining  him  in  the  eyes  of 
that  public  on  whofe  protection  his  future 
comfort  in  life  muft  depend  ; and  all  this^ 
not  only  without  having  urged  any  ade- 
quate motive  for  his  condufl,  but  with- 
out having  had.even  the  fiiadow  of  truth 
or  probability  on  his  fide.  Frufira  autem 
?nti^  neque  aliud  fc  fatigando  nifi  o D i u M 
rere^  EXTRExMiE  DEMENTim  eft. 

M 2 lY. 
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IV.  PROOF  THAT  I HAVE  BEEN  CALUM- 

NIATED  AND  INfURED  IN  A MOST  UN- 
JUSTIFIABLE MANNER. 

Not  contented  with  having  accufed  me 
of  being  the  Author  of  the  Guide,  and  of 
denying  my  concern  in  the  publication,  Dr 
Gregory  endeavours  alfb  to  prove,  that  I had 
milfeprefented  both  his  words  and  adlions. 
The  train  of  reafoning  which  he  employs 
in  fupport  of  this  charge,  is  fo  obvioufly  ab- 
furd,  is  fuch  an  infult  to  human  under- 
flanding,  that  he  has  taken  care  to  foift  it 
in  after  he  had  artfully  prepared,  by  a 
firing  of  fictions,  uttered  with  great  bold- 
nefs,  the  minds  of  his  readers  to  receive 
any  impreflion  of  me,  however  bad.  It 
occurs  in  the  i2()th  page  ot  his  pamphlet. 
He  accufes  me  of  having  mifreprefented 
his  words  and  actions,  in  the  correfpon- 
dence  which  I laid  before  the  medical 
pradlitioners  and  profefTors  of  the  univer- 
fity,  termed  by  him,  my  Appeal  to  the 
Public.  But  he  lhall  be  condemned  by 
his  own  account  of  the  matter,  although, 
by  the  bye,  it  is  not  an  accurate  one. 


In 
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111  my  fecond  letter  to  Dr  Gregor)  1 
faid,  “ You  mentioned  to  my  Father,  on 
“ the  I ith  of  December,  that  you  could 
“ bring  your  charge  home  to  me  ; you- 
“ have  now  denied  that,  &c.  And  in 
the  circular  letter  which  inclofed  tne  coi - 
refpondence,  I obferved,  “ I theiefoie 
“ thought  it  incumbent  on  me,  not  only 
“ formally  to  difavow  being  either  directly 
“ or  indirectly  concerned  in  that  publica- 
“ tion,  (viz.  the  Guide,)  but  alfo  to  en- 
deavour  to  afcertain  the  circumflances 
“ on  which  fo  extraordinary  a charge 
“ could  be  founded.  For  that  purpofe  I 
“ addrelTed  the  letters,  of  Avhich  copies 
“ are  inclofed,  to  the  gentlemen  who  had 
“ principally  countenanced  the  report. 
“ The  anfwcrs.  which  I received  are  fo 
“ little  fitisfadory,  that  I think  it  propcr 
“ to  take  the  liberty  of  fubmitting  them 
“ to  your  perufal.”  Therefore,  in  my  ac- 
count of  his  words  and  adloas,  I alleged, 
ij/?.  That  he  had  alTerted  to  my  Father, 
on  the  I Ith  of  December,  that  he  could 
bring  his  charge  home  to  me  ; 2dlj, 
That  he  had  denied  that  ailertion ; 3a'/)', 
That  I had  written  to  him  in  order  to  af- 
certain the  circumftances  on  which  Ins 
very  extraordinary  charge  v.^as  founded 


• 


( 


oo 
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and  Iciftiy^  That  his  anfvver  was  very  mi-. 
fatisfacfiory. 

Observe  the  admirable  iiigenuity  by 
which  he  alleges  that  this  account  is  mif- 
repreibnted.  \fl.  He  fays,  That  he  did  not 
affert  to  my  Father,  that  he  c^uld  bring  his 
charge  home  to  me : he  only  faid,  “ No 
matter,  1 lliall  bring  it  home  eithe7^  ^ to 
you  or  your  Son  but  as  he  had  failed 
to  do  fo  to  my  Father,  I was  forced  to  tin- 
ueriland  that  he  meant  me. 

But  the  DoHor  has  (perhaps  through 
inadvertency)  given  an  erroneous  account 
of  tnis  expreflion  : the  words  were  mark- 
ed down  a few  minutes  after  he  pronoun- 
ced them ; they  were,  No  matter,  I 
‘‘  can  bring  it  home  direcdly  to  your 
Son,  and  I hope  alfo  to  yourfelf.” 

Fie  infifis,  That  he  never  denied  his 
afTertion  ! What  meaning  then  muft  we 
afiign  to  the  very  firft  fcntence  of  his  Let- 
ter ? He  may  probably  wifh  that  it  fhould 
be  underftood  to  be  as  deftitiite  of  mean- 
ing as  it  is  deficient  in  grammar : Ha- 

ving  no  oireft  knowledge  of  who  were 
“ or  who  were  not  concerned  in  the  com- 
‘‘  poiitlon  and  publication  of  the  pamphlet 
you  mention,  I never  thought  myfelf 
intitled  to  allege,  or  limply  and  pofi- 

“ tivcly 
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“ tively  affert,  that  you  or  that  youi  ha- 
ther  had  or  had  not  any  concern  in  it.” 
He  obferves,  ^riiat  I did  not  chufe 
to  underftand  his  alluiion  to  the  iiiternal 
evidence,  and  collateral  circumftances,  on 


which  the  general  fufpicions  refpecllng  the 
origin  of  die  pamphlet  were  founded. 

How,  in  the  name  of  common  fenfe, 
could  I be  acquainted  with  circumftances, 
not  only  utterly  falfe,  but  even  void  of 
probability  ? 

The  only  internal  evidence  which  I 
knew  was,  that  my  Father’s  clafs  was,  a- 
long  with  others,  highly  praifed,  and  that 
Dr  Rutherford’s  (whofe  conduct  to  my 
Father  had  been  fully  commented  on  by 
Dr  Gregory,  at  the  Committee  of  the  6V- 
flatus  Academiciis J was  decried.  But  I con- 
fidered  that  evidence  to  be  very  abfurd  ; 
for  it  was  well  known  that  my  Father’s 
' clafs  had  been  for  fome  years  fo  much  on 
the  increafe,  that  no  extraordinary  means 
for  introducing  it  to  notice  were  required ; 
and  what  was  faid  of  Dr  Rutherford  was 
only  the  general  very  erroneous  opi- 
nion of  the  ftudents  ; a circumftance  c- 


< 

ven  mentioned,  I am  told,  at  a meeting 
of  the  Senatus  Academicus,  Beftdes,  had  it 
even  been  proved  that  the  expreflioas  re- 

fpefting 
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fp'efting  the  Botanical  clafs  had  been  mere- 
ly the  luggeltions  of  malice,  it  would  ftill 
have  been  neccffary  to  have  fliewn,  that 
it  was  impoffible  for  any  other  perfon  than 
my  Father  to  have  formed  a prejudice  a- 
gainft  Dr  Rutherford.^  But  in  this  world, 
it  is  well  known,  that  however  great  one’s 
abilities  may  be,  however  engaging  one’s 
manners,  or  amiable  one’s  difpofitions, 
it  is  not  eafy  to  fteer  clear  of  the  malevo- 
lent and  envious  ; nor  is  it  poffible  to  ac- 
quire univerfal  efteem,  or  conciliate  gene- 
ral favour. 

Of  the  collateral  circumfcances  I had 
not  the  mod  diftant  idea ; for  I could  not 
diyine  that  my  letter  to  Dr  Gregory  fliould 
coincide  nearly  in  point  of  date  with  his 
anfwer  from  the  Author  of  the  Guide ; and 
I could  not  conceive  that  any  gentleman, 
much  lefs  one  who  pretended  to  be  my 
friend,  nay,  who  had  voluntarily  courted 
my  acquaintance,  would  repeat  converfa- 
tlons  which  could  be  mifreprefented  in  the 
manner  which  Dr  Gregory  has  done  thofe 
reported  to  him  from  me. 

My  letter  to  Dr  Gregory  plainly  fliewed 
that  1 wilhed  to  know  the  circumftances 
on  winch  his  fufpicions  were  founded,  chat 
I might  have  an  opportunity  of  clearing  • 

mvfelf. 


myfelf.  But  In  anfwer,  I am  told,  that 
Ills  belief  was  founded  on  clrcumftantial 
evidence,  which  he  would  not  explain  ; 
but  that,  in  defence  of  his  belief,  .fo  ftrong 
was  it,  he  would  rifle  his  life  and  fortune 
— he  would  fight  me  wdth  piftols — or  with 
law ! 

My  correfpondence  with  himfelf  and 
Dr  Rutherford,  Dr  Gregory  alferts,  ailo- 
niflied  and  entertained  all  who  faw  it;  and 
well  it  might,  for  the  vrorld  always  en- 
joys to  hifs  the  baffied  afs.”  Dr  Gre- 
gory had  lately  ufurped  the  didatorfliip  in 
the  philofophical  world,  and  yet  in  his  letter 
to  me,  he  has  violated  the  laws  of  eram- 

o 

mar  and  of  common  fenfe.  No  wonder  it 
fhould  excite  much  aftoniihment  and  en- 
tertainment. 

The  diftribution  of  this  correfpondence 
has  afforded  an  excellent  pretence  for  con- 
tinuing their  calumnies,  to  thofe  who-have 
fo  zealoufly  endeavoured  to  injure  me. 

They  have  with  great  induftry  rendered  it 
generally  believed,  and  Dr  Gregory  hini- 
felf  fandHons  the  opinion,  that  if  I had 
not  printed  that  correfpondence.  Dr  Gre- 
gory would  never  have  publifhed  his  cele- 
brated pamphlet ; hence  I have  been  accu- 
fed  of  being  the  caufe  of  all  the  injury 

^ which 
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wliicli  will  probably  accrue  to  theUnlver- 
fity  from  this  very  fingular  affair. 

A re  vie  w^^  of  the  circumflances  in  which 
I was  placed,  (p.  13.),  mull  convince  eve- 
ry man  of  candour  and  liberality,  that  it 
was  impolhble  for  me  to  avoid  taking  that 
flep.  S^ui  aiitem  no7i  defend'it  nec  obfiflit^  fi 
potcjl^  injiirl^^  tarn  hi  vitlo  ejl  quam  fi  pa- 
rentes^  ant  amieos^  aut  patrlam^  aut  focios 
defcrat. 

But  what  muft  be  the  feelings  of  my 
reader,  wdien  he  is  informed,  that  Dr  Gre- 
gory’s p>amphlet  was  aclually  in  the  hands 
of  the  printer  before  I had  any  correfpon- 

dencc  whatever  with  him.  By  an  unex-r 

/ 

peeled  accident,  I learned  the  circumftance 
a few  days  after  my  circular  letter  was 
printed.  Indeed  the  inconfiftency  of  the 
Doclor’s  account  of  his  motives  for  attack- 
ing my  Father  and  myfeif,  completely  con- 
firms the  intelligence  which  I had  received. 


The  candid  and  intelligent  reader  will 
now  judge  whether  1 had  not  reafon  to 
complain  that  I have  been  much  injured, 
and  to  infinuatc,  that  Dr  Gregory  is  one 
of  my  greateft  wrong  doers.”  Whether  his 

attack 
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attack  on  my  Father  and  myfelf  be  the  re- 
fult  of  his  own  determination,  or  be  the 
confequence  of  his  being  made  the  dupe  of 
others,  I fhall  not  pretend  to  determine. 

But  I think  myfelf  intitled  to  declare 
my  firm  belief,  that  no  other  member  of 
the  College  of  Phyficians  would  have  afted 
in  fuch  an  extraordinary  manner  as  he  has 

done. 

' What  a profpeff  does  the  condud  of 
this  gentleman  towards  me  hold  out  to 
medical  praditioners  beginning  the  career 
of  life.  In  vain  lhall  they  anxioufly  en- 
deavour to  acquire  a proper  knowledge  of 
their  profeffion ; in  vain  fliall  they  patient- 
ly exert  their  utmoft  induftry  in  the  exer- 
cife  of  its  duties  ; and  in  vain  lhall  they 
religioufly  obferve  the  rules  of  the  ftrideft 
honour  in  all  their  dealings  with  the  world ; 
their  progrefs  fnall  be  interrupted,  their 
bell  founded  expedations  difappointed,  by 
the  firll  man  who  is  malicious  enough 
boldly  to  accufe  them  of  villany  — provi-’ 
ded  he  have  a.bilities  fufficient  to  invent  a 
plaufible  ftory,  or  even  to  tell  his  llory  in 
a nlaufible  manner.  And  lhall  the  mali- 

JL 

cious  ftill  poflefs  fuch  power  ? 

The  honour,  the  duty,  the  intereft  of 
mankind,  forbid  it ! 


ims 
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, , This  fingular  controvcrfy  is  thus'  termi- 
liated,  in  fo  far  as  I am  concerned ; for  I 
think  myfelf  intitled  to  ' declare,  (I  hope 
with  the  approbation  of  every  man  of  pro- 
bity and  honour),  That  I fh'all  pay  no  re- 
gard  whatever  to  any  thing  which  may  in 
futuie  proceed  from  i)r  Gregory's  pen. 

f- 

( 


Edinburgh,  Castlehill, 

jinSuJl  24.  1793. 
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